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The PRAXIS II Specialty Test Area Examination is the measure by which the 
Kentucky Education Professional Standards Board determine~ the legitimacy of 
Teacher Education Programs (TEP) in Kentucky postsecondary institutions. Since the 
State Professional Standards Board has issued the changes 'of the passing scores for · 
some particular PRAXIS II Specialty Test Areas, the Vice President of Academic 
Affairs at Morehead State University requested a study of PRAXIS II Assessment 'by . · 
subject test area over a five year period, from July I, 1994 through June 30, 1999. 
The objective of the study was to perform a statistical analysis of the PRAXIS 
II performance scores, ACT scores, and GP As by test area, and to determine whether 
there were any statistical significant correlations between these three variables. 
ii 
To address the research questions, this study was conducted in two basic 
parts: (I) collecting raw data from the Morehead State University Ti::_sting Center, and 
(2) analyzing the data using Microsoft Excel and Statistical Packages for the Social 
Sciences (SPSSx) in order to obtain the final results. 
The results show that most students perform well on the PRAXIS II Specialty 
Area tests. However, there are several areas that need attention due to their low 
passing rates. The changes to the standard minimum passing scores did not have an 
impact on the students' performances in most areas. If there was an impact, it only 
showed in the first year of the new passing scores implementation, as evidenced the 
decreased passing rate in that specific year, before it increased in the next years. A 
correlation exists between PRAXIS II test scores with students' GPA and ACT 
scores. The results also show positive correlations for the passing PRAXIS II test 
scores and negative correlations for the failing PRAXIS II test scores with GP A and 
ACT composite scores for most test areas. This means that both passing and failing 
students in most test areas had high GPA and ACT composite scores. 
This study is useful for reviewers of the Morehead State University TEP. It is 
hoped that it will lead to future similar and more refined attempts at examining and 
analyzing the PRAXIS II institutional database. 
Accepted by the faculty of the College of Science arid Technology, Morehead State 
University, in partial fulfillment of the requirements for the Master of Science in 
Vocational Education/Technology degree. 
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Chapter I 
Introduction 
The PRAXIS II Specialty Test Area Examination, a product of the 
Educational Testing Service (ETS), is the measure by which the Kentucky Education 
Professional Standards Board determines the legitimacy of Teacher Education 
Programs (TEP) in Kentucky's postsecondary institutions. Since the State 
Professional Standards Board issued new passing scores for the PRAXIS II subject 
area tests, the Vice President of Academic Affairs at Morehead State University 
requested a study of the PRAXIS II test by subject area over five years, from July 1, 
1994 through June 30, 1999. 
Statement of the Problem 
The State Standards _Board issued new (and higher) passing scores for some 
PRAXIS II Specialty Area tests. These changes may have had an impact on students' 
test performances. Graphs are needed to illustrate the trend of students' performances 
before and after these changes. 
PRAXIS II test scores may also correlate with the students' academic 
performance. It is expected that students who passed the tests and have high test 
scores also have a high college grade point average (GPA) and high American 
College Testing (ACT) composite scores. Whereas, students who failed and have low 
test scores are expected to have lower GPA and ACT composite scores. 
I 
The purpose of this study was to perform statistical analyses of PRAXIS II 
test scores, ACT composite scores, and GP As by test area, and to determine whether 
or not there are any statistically significant correlations between these three measures 
of student performances. 
Significance of the Study 
2 
This study was intended to serve as an initial and exploratory effort to identify 
student performances on the PRAXIS H tests at Morehead State University within a 
five-year period (July 1, 1994 through June 30, 1999). It has also served as a response 
to the request of the Vice President for Academic Affairs at Morehead State 
University to perform a statistical analysis of the PRAXIS II scores, ACT and GPAs 
by test areas. 
Research Questions 
The research questions of this study are: 
1. What are the students of Morehead State University Teacher Education Program 
(TEP) performances on the PRAXIS II exam from July 1, 1994 through June·30, 
1999 for each test area? 
2. Do students who pass the PRAXIS exam have high GP A and ACT scores, and do 
students who fail the PRAXIS exam have low GPA and ACT scores? This 
question is based on the following hypotheses: 
Ho: The student's performances on the PRAXIS exam do not correlate with the 
GPA and ACT scores. 
3 
HI : The student's performances on the PRAXIS exam correlate with the GP A and 
ACT scores. 
Assumptions 
The findings of this study depended upon the following assumptions: 
1. Due to the lack of databases containing the data for PRAXIS scores, the raw data 
had to be collected by hand from the MSU Testing Center. Even though it was 
collected by hand, the data was re-checked three times. Therefore, it is assumed 
that the data is correct and legitimate. 
2. Due to the very small sample size of some test areas, it is assumed that n = 3 or 
larger is the minimum sample size to be analyzed in order to get a valid and 
reliable correlation analysis. So, only test areas, which have the n;;: 3 are included 
in the correlation analysis. 
Limitations 
This study was conducted within the confines of the following limitations: 
I. The study was limited to five years, from July 1, 1994 through June 31, 1999; 
2. The study was conducted for Morehead State University's Teacher Education 
Program (TEP) students. 
Definition of Terms 
Teacher Education Program (TEP): a program.for those students who want to 
be teachers, which includes a methods courses taught to help TEP students acquire 
the knowledge they need of context, pedagogy, and pedagogical content knowledge 
that is required as a competent teacher (Berliner, 2000). 
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Teacher Education Assessment: an assessment derived from the collection and 
analysis of student-based data, where each type of data is aggregated across students 
and is used to identify program features in need of remediation. Recent graduates and 
cooperating teachers are formally surveyed with regard to, respectively, recent 
graduates' views of their own teaching readiness and cooperating teachers' views of 
their student teachers' teaching readiness. Thus, this assessment consciously and 
continually examines the weaknesses of the student's performance so that it can be 
improved (Airasian, 2000). 
PRAXIS II Subject Assessment: a measurement used to determine the 
legitimacy status of teacher education programs. It is a professional assessment for 
beginning teachers, developed and administered by Educational Testing Service 
(ETS), including the Core Battery tests of General Knowledge, Communication 
Skills, and Professional Knowledge and the Specialty Area tests (Educational Testing 
Service, 1998). Currently, all Specialty Area tests are two hours long and contain 150 
multiple-choice questions with four or five answer choices. These tests measure the 
academic competence of prospective teachers in the areas in which they intend to 
teach. The content of a PRAXIS II Subject Assessment test is different from the 
others, depending on the subject test. For instance, the content of the Education in 
Elementary School test is different from the Special Education test. The Education in 
Elementary School test contains 67% of questions concerning the child as the focus 
of teaching and 33% of the questions related to the process of teaching in the 
elementary-middle school (Educational Testing Center, I 997). Each-State has 
selected the Specialty Area test with its passing score required. Morehead State 
University uses the Kentucky standard to justify student performance. 
American College Testing (ACT): a national college admission examination 
5 
that consists of tests in English, reading, mathematics, and science reasoning. The test 
includes 215 multiple-choice questions with an actual testing time of two hours and 
fifty-five minutes. The ACT tests are universally accepted for college admission. 
They are not curriculum based, nor an aptitude or an IQ test. Instead, the questions on 
the ACT are directly related to what students have learned in the high school courses 
in English, mathematics, and science (American College Testing, 2001). 
Graduate Record Examinations (GRE): is a test to measure verbal, 
quantitative, and analytical skills that have been acquired over a long period of time 
and that are not related to any specific field of study. The test consists of three scored 
sections: a 30-minute verbal section (30 questions), a 45-minute quantitative section 
(28 questions), and a 60-minute analytical section (35 q\lestions). The verbal test ._ 
measures a student's ability to analyze and evaluate written m.aterial and synthesize 
,, 
information obtained from it, analyze relationships among component parts of . 
sentences, and recognize relationships between words and concepts. The quantitative 
test measures a student's basic mathematical skills and understanding of elementary 
mathematical concepts, as well as the ability to reason quantitatively and solves 
problems in a quantitative setting. The analytical test measures a student's ability to 
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understand structured sets of relationships, deduce new information from sets of 
relationships, analyze and evaluate arguments, identify central issues and hypotheses, 
draw sound inferences, and identify plausible causal explanations. (Educational 
Testing Service Network, 2001). 
Statistical Packages for the Social Sciences (SPSSx): a comprehensive tool for 
managing, analyzing, and displaying data using the Batch system. It's capabilities 
include input from almost any type of data file, file management, data management, 
tabulation and statistical analysis, report writing, and device-independent graphics 
(Statistical Packages for Social Sciences Inc., 1983). 
Correlation: a relationship existing between phenomena or between 
mathematical or statistical variables which tend to vary, be associated, or occur 
together in a way not expected on the basis of chance alone. The correlation 
coefficient shows the strength and direction (positive or negative) of the relationship 
between the variables or distributions. It ranges from -1.00 to+ 1.00. The closer a 
coefficient gets to -1.00 or to + 1.00, the stronger the relationship. A positive 
correlation exists when high scores in distribution A are associated with high scores 
in distribution B, and low scores in distribution A are associated with low scores in 
distribution B, and vice versa (Kubiszyn & Borich, 1987). 
Procedure: 
I. Prepare for the Study 
A. Review pertinent literature 
B. Select area to be included in study 
2. Conduct Pilot Study 
A. Collect and analyze data 
B. Write report on pilot study 
3. Conduct Final Research Study 
A. Analyze data using the software 
B. Write final report 
Summary 
Chapter I provided an introduction to the general area of concern, identified a 
problem-statement regarding the content of the Praxis II study, developed the 
significance of the study, provided research questions, limitations, definitions of 
terms, and the procedures for the research. 
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Chapter II 
Review of Literature 
Chapter II presents a review of literature concerning the Teacher Education 
Program (TEP) and the Praxis II Specialty Area examination to justify the eligibility 
status of beginning teachers. This chapter describes the historical background of the 
development of the PRAXIS examination and the PRAXIS ·standard used at 
Morehead State University. 
Historical Background 
The Interstate New Teacher Assessment and Support Consortium (INT ASC) 
has developed standards for initial licensure of teachers that are built upon, and 
compatible with, the advanced certification standards of the National Board for 
Professional Teaching Standards (NBPTS). They articulate what entering teachers 
should know, what they should be able to demonstrate, and how they should behave 
in order to practice responsibly and begin their development towards accomplished, 
professional teaching. 
The articulation of what entering teachers should have to begin their 




" ... that acquired in such courses in education serves for most part to fulfill 
academic requirements for certification, while experience is the chief basis for 
such professional development ... " (p. 80). 
INTASC began its work by articulating standards for a common core of 
teaching knowledge and skills to be acquired by all teachers, as well as articulating 
additional specific standards for various discipline areas and levels of schooling. 
Since INTASC released the draft standards, over 30 states have adapted and adopted 
these standards to guide their teacher licensure reform efforts. 
This purpose of creating and using this standard is reflected in the following 
statement by Yinger (1999): 
"To function as a profession, a group must be able to demonstrate that their 
knowledge and skill make them uniquely suited to solve unique problems· 
most effectively and receive jurisdictional recognition for that practice. 
Professional standards serve both this practice function and this legitimization 
function. By creating standards for practice from a recognized professional · 
knowledge base, it is possible to establish public definitions for effectiveness 
through codes of practice and codes of ethics. Standards also can generate 
efficacy parameters for outcomes and performance criteria for thinking and 
action. Another function of standards is that of defining inquiry frameworks 
for assessing and creating new knowledge and practices. Finally, standards 
can establish the goal and means for initial training and for continuing 
professional learning" (p. 94). 
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A powerful consensus has emerged regarding the definition and assessment of 
good teaching throughout a career to advance professional certification of education. 
The beginning teachers are expected to meet the INT ASC core standards of reflective 
practice and professional growth. INT ASC also developed professional and 
community relationships that support student learning. 
The Educational Testing Service (ETS) developed a reliable and valid 
performance assessment for beginning teachers, called PRAXIS. This performance 
examination has been indexed closely to the INTASC knowledge framework and 
used by several states as a component of teaching licensure. 
The PRAXIS Assessments aim to measure, in an objective and standardized 
manner, academic achievement and proficiencies for individuals entering or 
completing college or provisional teacher preparation programs. It is also used as an 
assessment for individuals in professional areas. The PRAXIS Specialty Area was 
developed based on academic achievement an~ proficiencies important for beginning 
teachers. These PRAXIS specialty area tests have been used to determine if 
individuals have satisfied one of several criteria necessary to make them eligible for 
initial certification (Educational Testing Service, 1995). In recent years, states have 
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adopted the PRAXIS Series tests as part of career ladder and master teacher plans and 
as options for course equivalencies in re-certification plans. 
The questions in a PRAXIS II Specialty Area test are prepared by the EIS 
staff and outside experts. Every question is carefully reviewed by the EIS test 
development staff and editors to make sure it conforms to EIS standards. The test is 
then assembled by the EIS test development staff according to content and difficulty 
specifications established by the committee. EIS staff members, the committee 
members, and the subject matter experts review the assembled test to check for 
accuracy and appropriateness. 
Before any test is administered, it must undergo a sensitivity review. This is a 
check to ensure that the questions truly reflect the diverse cultural nature of our 
society. No test will be administered ifit contains questions that could be regarded as 
biased toward or against any subgroup of the population. The sensitivity review is 
conducted by EIS staff specially trained to identify and eliminate material that might 
be considered unfair or offensive to any group. 
A rigorous statistical analysis is performed on each question to assure 
accuracy and fairness. Feedback from test takers and test center supervisors is also an 
important part of the ongoing review. Reports from test takers of questions thought to 
be ambiguously worded, for example, are thoroughly investigated. If a problem is 
found with a question, it is removed from the test before it is scored (Educational 
Testing Service, 1997). 
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The PRAXIS II Specialty Area tests are designed to assess achievement and 
proficiencies across a wide spectrum of disciplines. These tests measure the academic 
competence of prospective teachers in the areas in which they intend to teach. The 
test is two hours long and contains 1 SO questions. Currently, all Specialty Area tests 
have a multiple-choice format with four or five answer choices. 
The contents in a PRAXIS II Specialty Area test are different from one 
another, depending on the Subject Tests. For instance, The Education in Elementary 
School Test contains two basic parts: (a) 67% of the questions are concerning the 
child as the focus of teaching, and (b) 33% are questions related to the process of 
teaching in the elementary-middle school. While the Special Education Test contains 
three basic parts: (a) 29% are evaluation of individuals with a disability; (b) 66% are 
remediation or learning strategies and procedures for individuals with a disability; 
and ( c) five percent are focused on administration of the learning process. 
In Kentucky, the broadest and final authority for most matters concerning 
teacher preparation and certification rests with the Educational Professional Standards 
Board (EPSB). Formal teacher preparation programs are offered by all of the State's 
public universities, including Morehead State University. Certification for teachers is 
granted at three teaching levels: elementary (P-5), middle (S-9), and high school (8-
12), and it is also available in specific areas. Additionally, certificates are now 
required for teachers of exceptional children (K-12), instructional supervisors (K-12), 
and for various types of specialists at various grade levels. The statute of 704 KAR 
20:030 permits accredited TEP institutions to evaluate and accept competency for 
teacher certification purposes any of the specific curriculum requirements 
(Legislative Research Commission, 1989). Therefore, the EPSB is authorized to 
select the appropriate tests and set the minimum passing scores. 
Certificates are necessary to ensure that teachers are properly trained in the 
areas they teach. However, certificates do limit the flexibility of teachers to teach in 
related areas and can exacerbate supply and demand problems. 
The Certification Program Offered at Morehead State University 
Formal teacher preparation programs are offered by all the State's public 
universities. Morehead State University offers several certification programs, which 
are approved by the EPSB and CHE. Those programs are: 














3. Instructional Leadership Programs 
Supervisor of Instruction 
Superintendent 
Administrator of Pupil Personnel 
4. Certificate Programs 
Director of Special Education 
Learning and Behavior Disorders P-12 
Moderate and Severe Disabilities P-12 
Interdisciplinary Early Childhood Education 
Gifted Education 
The Standard of PRAXIS II Specialty Area used in Morehead State University 
14 
The EPSB or Educational Professional Standards Board is authorized to issue 
teaching certificate test area and set the minimum passing scores. All of the state's 
teacher preparation institutions, including Morehead State University, are using this 
standard to determine the legitimacy of its teacher education programs. According to 
the Board, the test areas and the passing scores required for Kentucky as of July 1995 
are shown in table 2.1. 
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Table 2.1 
Minimum Passing Scores for Kentucky prior to September 1, 1996. -
Test Code Test Area Passing Score 
0700 Agriculture 530 
0130 Art Education 510 
0030 Biology and General Science 550 
0100 Business Education 540 
0070 Chemistry, Physics, & General Science 510 
0010 Education in Elementary School 510 
0040 English Language and Literature 510 
0170 French 510 
0120 Home Economics Education 540 
0060 Mathematics 500 
0110 Music Ed~cation 510 
0090 Physical Education 540 
0080 Social Studies 500 
0190 Spanish 490 
0350 Special Education 500 
0050 Technology Education 550 
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The Board issued a new passing score for some test areas on September 1, 
1996. In addition, some test areas have been divided into more speciHc test areas, as 
follows: 
1. English (0040) was divided into English Content Knowledge (0041) and English 
Essays (0042). 
2. Mathematics (0060) was divided into Mathematics Content Knowledge (0061) 
and Mathematics Proofs and Models (0063). 
3. Social Studies (0080) was divided into Social Studies Content Knowledge (0081) 
and Social Studies (0083). 
4. Biology (0030) was divided into Biology Content Knowledge (0231) and Biology 
Content Essays (0233). 
5. Physical Education (0090) was divided into Physical Education Content 
Knowledge (0091) and Physical Education Analysis and Design (0092). 
6. Spanish (0190) was divided into Spanish Content Knowledge (0191) and Spanish 
Productive Language Skills (0192). 
The following table displays the minimum passing scores for each specialty 
area test as of September 1996. 
Table 2.2 

































Biology Content Essay 
Biology Content Knowledge 
Business Education 
Chemistry Content Knowledge 







Education In The Elementary School 510 
English Lang. Lit. & Comp. Content Knowledge 138 
English Lang. Lit. & Comp. Essay NIA 
General Science Content Knowledge 150 
Home Economics Education 540 
Mathematics 500 
Mathematics Content Knowledge 130 
Mathematics Proofs, Models & Problems NIA 
Music Education 510 
Physical Education Content Knowledge 152 
Physical Education Analysis & Design NIA 
Physics Content Knowledge 141 
Social Studies Content Knowledge 146 
Social Studies Interpretation of Materials NI A 
Spanish Content Knowledge 145 
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As of October 1997, there were several more changes to the minimum passing 
scores and test areas required. Some test areas were also replaced by others, as 
follows: 
I. Art Education (0130) was replaced by Art Making (0131) and Art Content 
Knowledge (0133). 
2. French (017) was replaced by French Productive Language Skills.(0171) and 
French Content Knowledge (0173). 
3. Music Education (0110) was replaced by Music Concepts and Processes (0111) 
and Music Content Knowledge (0113). 
Some other test areas were added to the requirement list: Elementary 
Education Curriculum Assessment (0011 ), Special Education Application of Core 
Principles (0352), Special Education Teaching Students with Behavioral-Disorders 
(0371), Special Education Teaching Students with Mental Retardation (0321), and 
Health Education (0550). Furthermore, new passing scores were established to 
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replace some that had no specific passing scores in the previous year (NI A). Table 2.3 
displays the minimum passing scores and test areas required as of October 1997. 
Table 2.3 
Minimum Passing Scores for Kentucky as of October 1997. 
Test Code Test Area Passing Score 
0700 Agriculture 530 
0131 Art Making NIA 
0133 Art Content Knowledge 139 
' 
0030 Biology & General Science 550 
0233 Biology Content Essay 139 
0231 Biology Content Knowledge 139 
0100 Business Education 570 
0241 Chemistry Content Knowledge 144 
0070 Chemistry, Physics & General Science 510 
0010 Education in Elementary School 510 
0011 Elementary Ed. Curriculum & Assessment 143 
0041 English Lang. Lit. Content Knowledge 138 
0042 English Lang. Lit. Comp. Essay 135 
0173 French Content Knowledge 144 
0171 French Productive Language Skills NIA 
0432 General Science Content Knowledge 150 
0550 Health Education . 550 





















Test Area Passing Score 
Home Economics Education 540 
Mathematics 500 
Mathematics Content Knowledge 141 
Mathematics Proofs, Models & Problems 141 
Music, Concepts & Processes NIA 
Music Content Knowledge 137 
Physical Education Content Knowledge 152 
Physical Education Analysis & Design 135 
Physics Content Knowledge 141 
Social Studies Content Knowledge 146 
Social Studies Interpret of Materials 150 
Spanish Content Knowledge 145 
Spanish Prod. Language Skills 156 
Special Education 500 
Special Education Application of Core Principles 127 
Special Education Behavioral Disorder 14 7 
Special Education Mental Retardation 139 
Technology Education 570 
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As of September 1998, additional new passing scores were established for 
those that did not have a specific passing score in the pre_vious peri~a (N/ A), such as 
Art Making (0131), French Productive Language Skills (0171), and Mu.sic Concepts 
and Processes (0111). Table 2.4 displays the minimum passing.scores and test areas 
required as of September 1998. 
Table 2.4 
Minimum Passing Scores for Kentucky as of September 1998. 
Test Code Test Area Passing Score 
0070 Agriculture 530 
0131 Art Making 154 
0133 Art Content Knowledge 139 
0233 Biology Content Essay 139 
0231 Biology Content Knowledge 139 
0100 Business Education 570 
0241 Chemistry Content Knowledge 144 
0011 Elementary Education Curriculum Assessment 143 
0041 English Lang. Lit. Content Knowledge 138 
0042 English Lang. Lit. & Comp. Essay 135 
0173 French Content Knowledge 144 
0171 French Productive Language Skills 151 
0432 General Science Content Knowledge 150 
0550 Health Education 550 



















Test Area Passing Score 
Home Economics Education 540 
Mathematics Content Knowledge 141 
Mathematics Proofs, Models & Problems 141 
Music Concepts & Processes 140 
Music Content Knowledge 137 
Physical Education Content Knowledge 152 
Physical Education Analysis & Design 13 5 
Physics Content Knowledge 144 
Social Studies Content Knowledge 146 
Social Studies Interpret of Materials 150 
Spanish Content Knowledge 145 
Spanish Productive Language Skills 156 
Special Education Application of Core Principles 127 
Special Education Behavioral Disorder 147 
Special Education Mental Retardation 139 
Technology Education 570 
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Summary 
The review ofliterature indicates that the PRAXIS Assessment and the 
minimum passing scores have been developed and reviewed to meet the national 
standard of teacher education programs in the United States. Morehead State 
University needs to provide their teaching education students with the knowledge and 
skills to successfully pass the test to begin their career as teachers. This study was 
intended to determine whether or not the changes of the PRAXIS II passing scores 




This chapter presents the research methods used in conducting this study. The 
chapter is organized around the following headings: restatement of the problem, 
restatement of the research questions, a description of the population, and research 
instruments and procedures. Further, the chapter continues with the data collection 
schedule, data analysis, and a summary of the chapter. 
Restatement of the Problem 
The Educational Professional Standards Board issued new (and higher) 
passing scores on some of the PRAXIS II Specialty Area tests. These changes may 
have impacted students' test performances. Graphs are needed to illustrate the trend 
of students' performances before and after these changes. 
PRAXIS II test scores may also correlate with the students' academic 
performance. It is expected that students who passed the test and have high test scores 
also have high college GP A and high ACT composite scores. Whereas, students who 
failed and have low test scores also have low GPA and ACT composite scores. 
The purpose of this study was to perform statistical analyses of PRAXIS II 
test scores, ACT composite scores, and GP As by test area, and to determine whether 
' . 
or not there are any statistically significant correlations between these three measures 
of students performances by subject test area. 
Restatement of the Research Questions 
The questions of this study are: 
25 
I. What are the students of MSU TEP performances on the PRAXIS exam from July 
I, 1994 through June 30, 1999 for each academic program? 
2. Do students who pass the PRAXIS exam have high GPA and ACT scores, and do 
students who fail the PRAXIS exam have low GPA and ACT scores? This 
question based on the following hypotheses: 
Ho: The students' performances on the PRAXIS exam do not correlate with the 
GPA and ACT scores. 
HI: The students' performances on the PRAXIS exam correlate with the GP A and 
ACT scores. 
Description of the Population 
The population of this study included 1,367 TEP students at Morehead State 
University who had taken the PRAXIS II Specialty Area within five years, from July 
I, 1994 through June 30, 1999. Only students who earned their degree from 
Morehead State University were included in this study. Students who received their 
degrees from other institution have been omitted, even if they were originally 
enrolled as Morehead State University students. It should be noted that some students 
may have failed a particular test, but retook it during the same period and passed. In 
that case, only the highest test scores within the same period were recorded and 
included in this study. However, duplicate student records may have occurred in cases 
where a student took a test during a specific time period, failed the test and then 
retook the test in another time period and passed. 
Research Instruments and Procedures 
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To address the research questions, this study was conducted in two basic 
parts: (I) collecting raw data from Morehead State University Testing Center, and (2) 
analyzing the data using Microsoft Excel and SPSSx in order to obtain the final 
results. 
Initial PRAXIS II data collection consisted of obtaining PRAXIS II Specialty 
Area test codes, test dates, students' test scores, students' social security numbers, 
and students' names taken from the Morehead State University Testing Center. After 
this phase was completed and verified, the data were converted to Excel and 
maintained as a master spreadsheet. Subsequently, each student's record was verified 
using the MSU AIMS student file to determine whether or not the student had 
received a degree from Morehead State University. Students who had not received 
MSU degrees were omitted from the spreadsheet. AIMS student information added to 
the Excel spreadsheet for each record were (a) college GPA, (b) high school GPA 
(when available), (c) ACT composite score, (d) degree, (e) degree date, (f) students' 
transfer status, and (g) gender. Appropriate passing scores for each specialty area test 
by year were added to the master spreadsheet. All identified table-driven formulae 
were reviewed and corrected as necessary. 
The collected data was analyzed by calculating the raw number of those 
students passing and failing the test for each subject area test within the five year 
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period (July 1, 1994 to June 30, 1999). Then, a correlation analysis was performed in 
order to determine whether or not there were statistically significant .elationships 
between the PRAXIS II test scores with students' college GPA and ACT composite 
scores. Due to different passing scores of each test area, the correlation could not be 
generated for the overall tests. Therefore, the correlations were calculated for ·each 
test area, in order to determine whether or not the changes of the passing scores had 
an impact on students' performances. 
Data Collection and Analysis Schedule 
The raw data consisting of students' names, social security numbers, test 
scores, and test dates.was collected from the Morehead State University Testing 
Center. This process lasted for a period of more than one month. This collection was 
assisted and monitored by the Morehead State University Testing Center Coordinator. 
After this collection was completed, it was tabulated using Microsoft Excel, to 
create a master spreadsheet. Furthermore, the data in this master spreadsheet was 
distributed into five tables for each year (1994/95 through 1998/99), in order to · 
calculate the number oftest takers and average scores by year and test area. Then, the 
students' college GPA, high school GPA, ACT composite scores, degree, degree date, 
gender, and transfer status were added to these tables from the Morehead State 
University AIMS system. This phase was assisted and monitored by the Director of 
Institutional Planning Research and Effectiveness, and the former Dean of the 
College of Education and Behavioral Sciences. 
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The next phase was to determine the pass/fail rate of students. Failing students 
are those that who did not meet the minimum passing scores. These failed test scores, 
as well as the passed test scores, have been tabulated into additional tables. There are 
five tables of failed scores and five tables of passed scores for each year. The number 
and the percentage of failed and passed scores were calculated into each tables, in 
order to get the failing and passing rates by year and test area. 
To answer the research question, SPSSx was used to perform a correlation 
analysis in the final phase to determine whether or not there is a relationship between 
PRAXIS II test scores with students' college GPA and ACT composite scores. The 
correlation coefficients were calculated to determine the degree and slope of these 
relationships. 
Summary 
Chapter Three provided a description of the methodology employed to address 
the purpose of the study and the research questions. The problem and research 
questions were restated, and the hypotheses that would be tested were clarified. The 
population surveyed, which included 1,367 TEP students at Morehead State 
University, the specific method in recording duplicate data, and the procedures of 
collecting and analyzing the data were also described in this chapter. 
Chapter IV 
Data Analysis and Findings 
This chapter presents the findings and analysis associated with the research 
question, which was presented previously in Chapter Three. The results were 
organized in order to answer the research questions. 
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The purpose of this study was to perform statistical analysis of the PRAXIS II 
performance scores, ACT scores, and GPAs by test area. Furthermore, the purpose 
was to determine whether there were any statistically- significant correlations among 
the assessment measures. 
This study was conducted to address the following research questions: 
1. What were the MSU Teacher Education Program (TEP) student's performances 
on the PRAXIS exam from July 1, 1994 through June 30, 1999 for each academic 
program? 
2. Do students who pass the PRAXIS exam have high GPA and ACT scores, and do 
students who fail the PRAXIS exam have low GP A and ACT scores? This 
question based on the following hypotheses: 
Ho: The student's performances on the PRAXIS exam do not correlate with the 
GPA and ACT scores. 
HI: The student's performances on the PRAXIS exam correlate with the GPA and 
ACT scores. 
Analysis of the Data and Results 
The collected data and results of analysis used to answer the research 
questions as follows: 
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Research question number one: What are the MSU TEP students performances on the 
PRAXIS exam between July 1, 1994 and June 30. 1999 for each academic program? 
The following tables show the number and percentages of the passing and 
failing students on each test area of the PRAXIS II exam by year. Those percentages 
are taken from the total number of test takers on each test area by year (N). 
There are only two years of participation on the Agriculture (0700) test, with a 
very small number oftest takers. It has only one test taker for each year, and all of 
them passed, as shown in table 4.1 below. 
Table 4.1 




















The number oftest takers in the Art Education (0130) was pretty small, as 
shown in table 4.2. The annual passing rates varied from 50% and above. In 1997, 
this test was replaced by Art Making (0131) and Art Content Knowledge (0133). 
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Table 4.2 
The Students' Performances on Art (0130) PRAXIS exam 
Year N n Pass %Pass n Fail % Fail 
1994-1995 7 4 57% 3 43% 
1995-1996 7 7 100% 0 0% 
1996-1997 2 1 50% 1 50% 
1997-1998 2 2 100% 0 0% 
Note: N = Number of Test Takers. 
There are two years of participation in the Art Making (0131) test, since it was 
initialized in 1997. No failing scores occurred during the 1997-1998 test and only one 
student out of three students failed on the 1998-1999 test, when a new passing score 
was established. 
Table 4.3 





















There are two years of participation on the Art Content Knowledge (0133) test 
area, since it was initialized in 1997. All of the test takers within these two years 
passed the test as shown on Table 4.4. 
Table 4.4 




















The Biology Education (0030) test was replaced by Biology Content 
Knowledge (0231) and Biology Content Essay (0233) beginning September 1, 1996; 
however, there were two students who took this test before that date. All of the test 
takers within these three years of participation passed, as shown in table 4.5 below. 
Table 4.5 
The Students' Performances on Biology (0030) PRAXIS exam 
Year N nPass %Pass n Fail % Fail 
1994-1995 9 9 100% 0 0% 
1995-1996 6 6 100% 0 0% 
1996-1997 2 2 100% 0 0% 
Note: N = Number of Test Takers. 
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One of three students failed the Biology Content Knowledge (0231) test on 
the 1996-1997 administration. It was initially used in 1996-1997 to replace the 
Biology (0030) test. In the next two years, no failures occurred for the seven students. 
Table 4.6 


























The students' performances on the Biology Content Essay (0233) test is pretty 
good, even in 1996-1997 when it was first being used to replace the Biology 
Education (0030) test. Only one student failed the 1997-1998 test, when the new 
passing score was established. 
Table 4.7 
The Students' Performances on Biology (0233) PRAXIS exam 
Year N n Pass %Pass nFail % Fail 
1996-1997 · 3 3 100% 0 0% 
1997-1998 7 6 86% 1 14% 
1998-1999 7 7 100% 0 0% 
Note: N = Number of Test Takers. 
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Students who took the Business Education (0100) test performed really well 
with passing rates of 100% for every year during the four years of participation. Even 
when the passing score was increased from 540 to 570 in 1997, the rates were still 
high. 
Table 4.8 
The Students' Performances on Business Education (0100) PRAXIS exain 
Year N nPass %Pass n Fail % Fail 
1994-1995 10 10 100% 0 0% 
1995-1996 9 9 100% 0 0% 
1996-1997 4 4 100% 0 0% 
1997-1998 2 2 100% 0 0% 
1998-1999 8 8 100% 0 0% 
Note: N = Number of Test Takers. 
There are two years of participation on the Chemistry and General Science 
(0070) test with a very small number oftest takers (less than three). All of the test 
takers within these two years passed. 
Table 4.9 




















The Chemistry (0241) test area was established in 1995 to replace the 
Chemistry (0070) test. The number oftest takers was still small (five and less) with 
one student failing every year, as shown in table 4.10. 
Table 4.10 
The Students' Performances on Chemistry (0241) PRAXIS exam 
Year N nPass %Pass n Fail %Fail 
1995-1996 1 0 0% 1 100% 
1996-1997 2 1 50% 1 50% 
1997-1998 5 4 80% 1 20% 
1998-1999 2 1 50% 1 50% 
Note: N = Number of Test Takers. 
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The Education in Elementary School (0010) test takers performed really well 
during the five years of participation. The number of test takers in the last year (1998-
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1999) decreased, since this test was not required for Middle Grades certification area 
starting on September 1998. However, there were eight students that took this test 
before that date and one of them failed. 
Table 4.11 
The Students' Performances on Elementary Education (0010) PRAXIS exam 
Year N nPass %Pass n Fail %Fail 
1994-1995 50 50 100% 0 0% 
1995-1996 49 49 100% 0 0% 
1996-1997 27 26 96% I 4% 
1997-1998 21 20 95% I 5% 
1998-1999 8 7 88% I 12% 
Note: N = Number of Test Takers. 
The Elementary Education (0011) test was initially established in 1997 for the 
Early Elementary certification area. The number oftest takers was quite large, with 
more than 30. Students performed pretty well, with passing rates within these two 
years of participation more than 90%: 
Table 4.12 


















There are three years of participation on the English (0040) test, with passing 
scores of 60% and above. The number of test takers decreased, and so did the number 
of the failing students, as shown in table 4.13 below. 
Table 4.13 
The Students' Performances on English (0040) PRAXIS exam 
Year N nPass %Pass n Fail %Fail 
1994-1995 18 15 83% 3 17% 
1995-1996 16 14 88% 2 12% 
1996-1997 3 2 67% 1 33% 
Note: N = Number of Test Takers. 
There are four years of participation on the English Content Knowledge 
(0041) test with passing rates of 100% every year. The number oftest takers varied, 
but there were no failures. 
Table 4.14 
The Students' Performances on English (0041) PRAXIS exam 
Year N nPass %Pass n Fail % Fail 
1995-1996 3 3 100% 0 0% 
I 996-1997 10 10 100% 0 0% 
1997-1998 5 5 100% 0 0% 
1998-1999 15 15 100% 0 0% 
Note: N c: Number of Test Takers. 
Just as with the English Content Knowledge (0041) test, the English Essay 
(0042) test takers within the four years of participation performed very well. 
Although the number of test takers went up and down, no one failed, even in 1997-
1998 when a new passing score was established. 
Table 4.15 
The Students' Performances on English (0042) PRAXIS exam 
Year N n Pass %Pass n Fail % Fail 
1995-1996 3 3 100% 0 0% 
1996-1997 11 11 100% 0 0% 
1997-1998 7 
. ._, 
· 100% 0 0% 
1998-1999 13 13 · 100% 0 0% 
Note: N c: Number of Test Takers. 
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The student performances on the French (0170) test were poor. No one passed 
the test during the two years of participation before it was replaced by the French 
Productive Language Skills (0171) and French Content Knowledge (0173) tests in 
1997. 
Table 4.16 




















The French Productive Language (0171) test was initially used to replace the 
French(0l 70) test in 1997. There was only one year of participation with only one 
test taker who passed the test. 
Table 4.17 
The Students' Performances on French (0171) PRAXIS exam 
Year N · n Pass % Pass n Fail % Fail 
1997-1998 1 1 100% 0 0% 
Note: N = Number of Test Takers. 
There were two years of participation on the French Content Knowledge 
(0173) test since it was initialized in 1997. Only one of three test takers passed the 
test within these two years. 
Table 4.18 





















There were three years of participation for the General Science (0430) test, 
since it started in September 1996. A small number oftest takers (six and less) were 
listed. The number of test takers decreased over years, while the passing rates 
increased, as shown in the next table. 
Table 4.19 
The Students' Performances on General Science (0432) PRAXIS exam 
Year N n Pass %Pass n Fail %Fail 
1996-1997 6 3 50% 3 50% 
1997-1998 5 5 100% 0 0% 
1998-1999 I I 100% 0 0% 
Note: N = Number of Test Takers. 
There were only two years of participation on the Health Education (0550) 
test, since it was established by the Kentucky Standards Board in 1997. Students 
performed pretty well during these two years. All test takers passed the exam, as 
shown in table 4.20 below. 
Table 4.20 





















There was participation during each of the five years on the I;Iome Economics 
Education (0120) test. Its passing score was never changed. Students performed 
pretty well, with passing rates of 60% and above, and pretty small number oftest 
takers as shown in the next table. 
Table 4.21 












































The number of test takers on Mathematics Education (0060) test decreased 
during 1995-1996 and 1997-1998. There were three years of participation (there are 
no test takers participating in 1996-1997) and all of the test takers passed. 
Table 4.22 . 
The Students' Performances on Mathematics (0060) PRAXIS exam 
Year N n Pass %Pass n Fail % Fail 
1994-1995 13 13 100% 0 0% 
1995-1996 5 5 100% 0 0% 
1997-1998 I I 100% 0 0% 
Note: N = Number of Test Takers. 
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While the numbers oftest takers on the Mathematics Education (0060) test 
decreased, the number oftest takers on the Mathematics Content Knowledge (0061) 
test within four years of participation increased. The passing rates in 1996-1997 and 
1997-1998 were quite low (Jess than 50%), but the results were a little bit better the 
next year, when only three often test takers failed. 
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Table 4.23 
The Students' Performances on Mathematics (0061) PRAXIS exam. 
Year N n Pass %Pass n Fail % Fail 
1995-1996 I I 100% 0 0% 
1996-1997 3 0 0% 3 100% 
1997-1998 JO 4 40% 6 60% 
1998-1999 10 7 70% 3 30% 
Note: N = Number of Test Takers. 
The students' performances on Mathematics Proofs and Models (0063) were 
pretty good during the four years of participation. The number oftest takers was quite 
low (less than ten people) and there was only one student that failed in 1997-1998, 
when a new passing score was established. 
Table 4.24 
The Students' Performances on Mathematics (0063) PRAXIS exam 
Year N nPass %Pass n Fail % Fail 
1995-1996 I 1 100% 0 0% 
1996-1997 3 3 100% 0 0% 
1997-1998 7 6 86% 1 14% 
1998-1999 4 4 100% 0 0% 
Note: N = Number of Test Takers. 
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The Music Education (0110) test takers performed pretty well during the four 
years of participation. All of the students who took this test within these four years 
passed, as shown in table 4.25. The number oftest takers varied, and it should be 
noted that the numbers of test takers in 1997-1998 dropped when it was divided in 
August 1997 into two other tests: the Music Concepts and Processes (01 I I) test and 
Music Content Knowledge (0113) test. 
Table 4.25 
The Students' Performances on Music Education (0110) PRAXIS exam 
Year N nPass %Pass n Fail % Fail 
1994-1995 13 13 100% 0 0% 
1995-1996 8 8 100% 0 0% 
1996-1997 13 13 100% 0 0% 
1997-1998 2 2 100% 0 0% 
Note: N = Number of Test Takers. 
There were only two years of participation on the Music Concepts and 
Processes (0111) test, since it was first used to replace Music (0110) test in 1997. 
While the number oftest takers increased, unfortunately the passing rates decreased. 
There were 3 students of 12 who failed on the 1998-1999 exam, when a new passing 
score was established. 
Table 4.26 





















Just like the Music Concepts and Processes (0111) test, the Music Content 
Knowledge (0113) test had two years of participation. But unlike the Music Concepts 
and Processes (01 11) test, the Music Content Knowledge test takers performed really 
well. There. were no failures within these two years, as shown in table 4.27. 
Table 4.27 




















There were three years of participation on the Physical Education (0090) test, 
before it was replaced by the Physical Education Content Knowledge (0091) and 
Physical Education Analysis Design (0092) tests in September 1996. There were two 
students often who failed the test on the 1995-1996 exam, but the overall passing 
rates showed pretty good performances. 
Table 4.28 
The Students' Performances on Physical Education (0090) PRAXIS exam 
Year N n Pass %Pass n Fail % Fail 
1994-1995 15 15 100% 0 0% 
1995-1996 10 8 80% 2 20% 
1996-1997 1 1 100% 0 0% 
Note: N = Number of Test Takers. 
The Physical Education Content Knowledge test was initially established in 
September 1996 to replace the Physical Education (0090) test. The student 
performances were quite low, most of the test takers failed, and the passing 
percentage rates ranged between the 40's and 50's, as shown in table 4.29 below. 
Table4.29 
The Students' Performances on Physical Education (0091) PRAXIS exam 
Year N nPass %Pass n Fail % Fail 
1996-1997 7 3 43% 4 57% 
1997-1998 13 7 54% 6 46% 
1998-1999 18 8 44%. 10 56% 
Note: N = Number of Test Takers. 
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Unlike the Physical Education Content Knowledge (0091) results, the 
Physical Education Analysis Design (0092) students performed very-well. Within the 
four years of participation, no students failed even in 1997-1998 when a new passing 
score was initialized. 
Table 4.30 
The Students' Performances on Physical Education (0092) PRAXIS exam 
Year N n Pass %Pass ii Fail % Fail 
1995-1996 1 1 100% 0 0% 
1996-1997 8 8 100% 0 0% 
1997-1998 10 10 100% 0 0% 
1998-1999 10 10 100% 0 0% 
Note: N = Number of Test Takers. 
There was only one year of participation on the Physics (0261) test since it 
was established in 1996. Only two students took this test on the 1996-1997 
administration and one of them failed. 
Table 4.31 
The Students' Performances on Physics (0261) PRAXIS exam 
Year N n Pass %Pass n Fail %Fail 
1996-1997 2 1 50% 1 50% 
Note: N = Number of Test Takers. 
The Social Studies (0080) students within three years of participation 
performed well on this test, except in 1996-1997 when only one of two test takers 
passed. The numbers of test takers decreased, and so did the number of failures. 
Table 4.32 
The Students' Performances on Social Studies (0080) PRAXIS exam 
Year N nPass %Pass n Fail % Fail 
1994-1995 32 28 88% 4 12% 
1995-1996 14 13 93% 1 7% 
1996-1997 2 0 0% 2 100% 
Note: N = Number of Test Takers. 
There were four years of participation on the Social Studies Content 
Knowledge (0081) test. Students performed well enough on this test, with 
increasingly passing rates from 1995 through 1999, as shown in table 4.33. 
Table 4.33 
The Students' Performances on Social Studies (0081) PRAXIS exam 
Year N n Pass %Pass n Fail % Fail 
1995-1996 2 1 50% 1 50% 
1996-1997 13 10 77% 3 23% 
1997-1998 20 16 80% 4 20% 
1998-1999 16 14 88% 2 12% 
Note: N = Number of Test Takers. 
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Just as with the Social Studies Content Knowledge (0081) test, there was also 
four years of participation on the Social Studies Interpretation of Materials (0083) 
test. Yet in contrast to the Social Studies Content Knowledge test, the passing rates of 
Social Studies Interpretation of Materials (0083) test decreased. It should be noted 
that the minimum passing score was slightly increased for the last year (1998-1999). 
Table 4.34 
The Students' Performances on Social Studies (0083) PRAXIS exam 
Year N nPass %Pass n Fail %Fail 
1995-1996 2 2 100% 0 0% 
1996-1997 12 12 100% 0 0% 
1997-1998 20 15 75% 5 25% 
1998-1999 14 12 86% 2 14% 
Note: N = Number of Test Takers. 
There were three years of participation on the Spanish (0190) test, with a very 
small number oftest takers (less than three people each year). One of two students 
failed the test in 1994-1995 and 1996-1997, as shown in table 4.35. 
Table 4.35 
The Students' Performances on Spanish (0190) PRAXIS exam 
Year N n Pass %Pass n Fail % Fail 
1994-1995 2 1 50% 1 50% 
1995-1996 1 1 100% 0 0% 
1996-1997 2 1 50% 1 50% 
Note: N = Number of Test Takers. 
The Spanish Content Knowledge (0191) test was initially established in 
September 1996, to replace the Spanish (0190) test. There were three years of 
participation, and a small number oftest takers (five and less). The passing rates in 
1996-1997 and 1998-1999 were pretty high, but on the 1997-1998 administration, 
only one student passed the test, making the passing rate of that year drop 20% as 
shown in table 4.36 below. 
Table 4.36 


























The students' perfonnances on the Spanish Productive Language (0192) test 
within the three years of participation were low, except in 1996-1997-. Only one test 
taker passed the test that year. Since a new passing score was established in August 
1997, the passing rates of the other two years were low, ranged between 20% and 
less. Only one student passed this test each year, as shown in table 4.37 below. 
Table 4.37 
The Students' Perfonnances on Spanish (0192) PRAXIS exam 
Year N nPass %Pass n Fail % Fail 
1996-1997 1 1 100% 0 0% 
1997-1998 6 1 17% 5 83% 
1998-1999 5 1 20% 4 80% 
Note: N = Number of Test Takers. 
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There are five years of participation listed on the Special Education (0350) 
test. The number of test takers in the last two years was very small, since this test was 
replaced by the some specific Special Education test areas starting in August 1997. It 
is assumed that students who took this test in the last two years were those who had 
failed the test in the previous year, took it again, and passed. The passing rates were 
quite high, ranging between 80 and 90%, as shown in table 4.38. 
Table 4.38 
The Students' Performances on Special Education (0350) PRAXIS eimm 
Year N nPass %Pass n Fail % Fail 
1994-1995 42 37 88% 5 12% 
1995-1996 66 61 92% 5 8% 
1996-1997 29 23 79% 6 21% 
1997-1998 2 2 100% 0 0% 
1998-1999 2 2 100% 0 0% 
Note: N = Number of Test Takers. 
There were only two years of participation on the Special Education 
Application of Core Principles (0352) test since it was initially implemented by the 
Kentucky Standards Board in August 1997. The passing rates were quite high, with 
percentages above 90%, and only three students failing in 1998-1999. 
Table 4.39 






















As described above, in August 1997 the Special Education (0350) area test 
was replaced by some other specific areas. One of those areas is Special Education 
Teaching Students with Behavioral Disorders (0371). There were two years of 
participation on this test, with quite large number oftest takers (more than 30) and a 
small number of students who failed the test. The passing rates were all above eighty 
five percent, as shown in table 4.40 below. 
Table 4.40 




















Like the other Special Education specific areas previously described, the 
Special Education Teaching Students with Mental Retardation (0321) test was also 
initially implemented in August 1997. There were two years of participation on this 
test, and a small number of test takers, yet all students passed. 
Table 4.41 




















The passing score of the Technology Education (0050) test was raised in 
August 1997, but no one failed this test during the five years of participation. The 
number oftest takers was small (less than ten people each year), as shown in next 
table. 
Table 4.42 
The Students' Performances on Technology Education (0050) PRAXIS exam 
Year N nPass %Pass nFail %Fail 
1994-1995 4 4 100% 0 0% 
1995-1996 6 6 100% 0 0% 
1996-1997 3 3 100% 0 0% 
1997-1998 2 2 100% 0 0% 
1998-1999 2 2 100% 0 0% 
Note: N = Number of Test Takers. 
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The data show that the test takers in most test areas have performed quite well 
on the PRAXIS II exam, as is shown in the tables. However, there are some specialty 
area tests that need to be monitored, as their passing rates were 50% and less. They 
are French 0173, Mathematics 0061, Physical Education 0191, Physics 0261, Spanish 
0191, and Spanish 0192. 
Meanwhile, there are some other test areas that have students who performed 
pretty well on the test, as the passing rates were higher than 50%, and even p_erfectly 
100%, regardless of the sample. For instance, the passing rates of the Art Education 
(0133) test within two years was perfectly 100% with a very ~mall sample size (less 
than IO overall), while the passing rates of Elementary Educ_ation 0011 are pretty high 
(90% and above) with fairly large sample sizes (68 and 127). 
Some new passing scores were established by the Kentucky Standards Board 
during the five years of participation. Since students must achieve these higher 
minimum passing scores, these changes might have had an impact on the students' 
performances. Furthermore, it would be beneficial to study graphs comparing scores 
before and after the changes, in order to see whether or the changes had an impact on 
the students' performances. 
The passing score on the Business Education (0100) test since 1994-1995 was 
540, and it changed to 570 starting in October 1997. However, table 4.8 shows that 
this change had no any impact on students' performances, shown by perfectly passing 
rates of I 00% for every year, either before or after the change. 
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The passing score of the Technology Education (0050) test in 1994-1995 was 
550, and it was changed to 570 starting in October 1997. Yet, like the Business 
Education (0100) test, this change had no impact either on the students' 
performances, as shown in table 4.42. The annual passing rates are as much as 100%, 
either before or after the change. 
The English (0040) test was divided into English Content Knowledge (0041) 
and English Essay (0042) tests starting in September 1996. Figure 4.1 below _shows 
that students performed better after these changes were made. The passing rate of 
English (0040) before September 1996 was in the 80s and 90s percentiles. But the 
passing rates of both English Content Knowledge (0041) and English Essay (0042) 
tests after that date were perfectly I 00% for every year, even though the passing score 
of English (0042) was changed again from NIA (no passing score established) to 135 
starting in October 1997. 
Figure 4.1 
Students' Performances on English (0040), English Content Knowledge (0041). and 
English Essay (0042) Test Areas from I 994/1995 through 1998/1999. 
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The Mathematics (0060) test area was replaced by Mathematics Content 
Knowledge (0061) and Mathematics Proofs and Models (0063) starting in September 
1996. Figure 4.2 shows that the students' performances on the Mathematics (0060) 
test were a fixed 100% during two years before it was replaced. After September 
1996, the students' performances on the Mathematics Proofs and Mod_els (0063) test 
were almost as high as Mathematics (0060), except in 1997 i1998 when a new passing 
score was established in October 1997. While the performances on Mathematics 
Content Knowledge (0061) test increased from 0% in 1996/1997 to 70% in 
1998/1999, even though the passing score was changed in October 1997, from 130 
into 141. 
Figure 4.2 
Students' Performances on Mathematics (0060), Mathematics Content Knowledge 
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Figure 4.3 shows that the students' performances on the Social Studies (0080) 
test were as high as 88 and 93 percent on 1994/1995 and 1995/1996,.and then it 
dropped down into 0% on 1996/1997 with a sample size of two. These two students 
took the test before September 1996, when it was replaced. Then, it was replaced, 
starting in September 1996, by the Social Studies Content Knowledge (0081 ), where 
the percentile passing rates were in the 70s and 80s. The Social Studies Interpretation 
of Materials (0083) test had a passing rate of 100% in 1996/1997, but it dropped to 
75% in 1997/1998, since a new passing rate was established, before it increased again 
during the next year. 
Figure 4.3 
Students' Performances on Social Studies (0080). Social Studies Content Knowledge 
(0081). and Social Studies Interpretation of Materials (0083) Test Areas from 
1994/1995 through 1998/1999. 
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The students' performances on the Biology (0030) test were perfectly 100% 
for every year before it was replaced by the Biology Content Knowledge (0231) and 
the Biology Content Essay (0233) tests starting in September 1996, as shown in 
Figure 4.4. On the first year of implementation, the Biology Content Knowledge 
(0231) passing rate was dropped to 67%, but it increased to 100% in the next two 
years. While the Biology Content Essay (0233,) exam's first year passing rate was 
100%, it dropped to 88% the next year, after a new passing score was established in 
October 1997. However, it got better in the next year, with the passing rate back to 
100%. 
Figure 4.4 
Students' Performances on Biology (0030), Biology Content Knowledge (0231), and 
Biology Content Essay (0233) Test Areas from 1994/1995 through 1 ?98/1999. 
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The students' performances on the Physical Education (0090) test was pretty 
good, with passing rates of the first three years ranging between 80 and 100%, before 
it was replaced in September 1997 by Physical Education Content Knowledge (0091) 
and Physical Education Analysis Design (0092) test areas. After that date, the 
Physical Education (0091) passing rates maintained on 100%, while the Physical 
Education Analysis Design (0092) passing rates were pretty low, with percentiles in 
the 40s and 50s. In October 1997, a new passing score was established for the 
Physical Education Analysis Design (0092) test. Nevertheless, its passing rate was 
even higher than before, but it dropped back again in the next year, as shown in the 
next figure. 
Figure 4.5 
Students' Performances on Physical Education (0090), Physical Education Content 
Knowledge (0091). and Physical Education Analysis Design (0092) Test Areas from 
1994/1995 through 1998/1999. 
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The number of Spanish (0190) exam test takers was pretty small (five and 
less), with passing rates between the 50s and 100% before it was replaced by Spanish 
Content Knowledge (0191) and Spanish Productive Language Skills (0192) tests 
starting in September 1997. The students' performances on the Spanish Content 
Knowledge (0191) and Spanish Productive Language (0192) tests were pretty good 
during the first year it was implemented, with a passing rate of I 00%, but the number 
of test takers was only one. Then, as the number of test takers increased the next year, 
the passing rates of these two test areas were decreased to 20 and 17%, especially 
when a new passing score was established for Spanish (0192) test in October 1997. In 
the next year, the passing rate of the Spanish (0 I 9 I) test raised back to I 00%, while 
the passing rate of the Spanish (0192) test remained low. It is displayed on figure 4.6. 
Figure 4.6 
Students' Performances on Spanish (0190), Spanish Content Knowledge (0191). and 
Spanish Productive Language (0192) Test Areas from 1994/1995 through 1998/1999. 
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The Art Education (0130) students' performances were up and down. Its 
passing rates ranged between the 50s and 100%, with a small number of test takers 
(less than ten). Then, it was replaced by the Art Making (0131) and Art Content 
Knowledge (0133) tests, starting in October 1997. The Art Making (0131) first year 
passing rate was pretty good, which was 100%. Then, it went down to 67% in 
1998/1999, after a new passing score was established in September 1998. The Art 
Content Knowledge (0133) first year passing rate was as high as Art Making, and the 
students' performances were still maintained at 100% the next year, as shown in the 
next figure. 
Figure 4.7 
Students' Performances on Art Education (0130), Art Making (0131), and Art 
Content Knowledge (0133) Test Areas from 1994/1995 through 1998/1999. 
120 
,-.. 




40 = ·-"' "' 20 0: 
=- 0 
C ' ,, 
"''' 
94-95 95-96 96-97 97-98 98-99 
-+-0130 
___ 0131; 
' · -l!r-0133: 
63 
, ,·' . ;· 
The students' performance on the French (0170) test area was poor. There 
were no students participatirtg imtil l 995il 996. The annual passing rates were always 
0%, with four test takers eiich~year. This test was replaced by the French Productive 
Language Skills (0171) and-French Content Knowledge (0173) tests starting in 
October 1997. There was·orilrone year of participation on the French Productive 
Language Skills (0171) test-;-wliich was in l 997 /1998, with a passing rate of 100% 
and the number of test takers being one. Meanwhile, the first year passing rate of . . 
·French (0173) after it had been implemented was 0% with only one test taker, but it 
increased to 50% in the next year with two test takers. 
Figure 4.8 
Students' Performances on French (0170), French Productive Language Skills 
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The previous figures show that most of the passing score changes barely had 
an impact on students' performances. The impact only exists in the first year of the 
new passing score implementation, when the passing rates decreased significantly as 
the passing scores increased. However, in the following years, the passing rates 
would recover to a higher percentage. 
Research question number two: Do students who pass the PRAXIS exam have high 
GPA and ACT scores. and do students who fail the PRAXIS exam have low GPA and 
ACT scores? 
To answer this question, SPSSx was used to determine the correlations 
between PRAXIS test scores and GPA, PRAXIS test scores and ACT, and between 
GPA and ACT. These correlations were made with a confidence level of99%, which 
means that there was only one percent chance of error. Due to the difference of 
passing scores, the calculations were made separately for each test area. In order to 
get reliable results, only test areas that have sample size of three or larger were 
included in this study. 
Table 4.43 shows the correlation analysis of PRAXIS II passing test scores 
with GPA, passing test scores with ACT composite scores, and GPA with ACT 
composite scores for each test area within the five years of participation (1994 
through 1999). The correlation coefficient was calculated by default using Pearson 
product-moment method, for which the hand-computed formula is: 
rxy = I(x-x)(y-y) I v(I(x-x,Firy-Y,}~.' 
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Most test areas have positive correlation coefficients, which means that 
students who have high test score on PRAXIS II exam also had high .college GP A and 
high ACT composite scores. However, some test areas had negative slopes of 
correlation. They are listed as follows: 
I. In the area of Art Making (0131 ), the correlation between test scores and ACT 
composite scores and the correlation between college GPA and ACT composite 
scores were negative. 
2. In the area of Art Content Knowledge (0133), the correlation between test scores 
and college GPA and the correlation between college GPA and ACT composite 
scores were negative. 
3. In the area of Chemistry (0241 ), the correlation between test scores and college 
GP A and the correlation between test scores and ACT composite scores were 
negative. 
4. In the area of Mathematics Content Knowledge (0061), the correlation between 
test scores and college GPA and the cqrrelation between test scores and ACT · 
composite scores were negative. 
5. There was a negative correlation between test scores and ACT composite scores 
of the Music Concepts and Processes (0111) and Spanish Content Knowledge 
(0191) areas. 
6. In the area of Spanish Productive Language Skills (0192), the correlation between 
test scores and ACT composite scores and the correlation between college GP A 
and ACT composite scores were negative. 
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Some test areas resulted in a low degree of correlation, while others have high 
correlation. Table 4.43 shows that the correlation analysis of the PRAXIS II pass test 
scores, college GP A, and ACT composite scores of most test areas have satisfactory 
degree of correlation coefficient. The samples of correlation analyses (SPSSx 
outputs) are shown in Appendix C. 
Table 4.43 
Correlation Analysis of PRAXIS II Passed Scores, GP A, and ACT C:omposite Scores 
(1994 through 1999) 
Test Test Correlation Coefficient 
Code Area Test Scores - GPA Test Scores - ACT GPA-ACT 
0130 Art Education 0.09 0.34 0.49 
0131 Art Making 0.95 -0.11 -0.31 
0133 Art Content -0.71 0.65 -0.44 
0030 Biology 0.37 0.72 0.59 
0231 Biology Content 0.46 0.24 0.70 
0233 Biology Essay 0.53 0.52 0.73 
0100 Business Education 0.25 0.58 0.47 
0241 Chemistry -0.51 -0.88 0.71 
0010 Ed. In Elem. School 0.54 0.58 0.47 
0011 Elementary Ed. 0.46 0.63 0.41 
0040 English 0.35 0.72 0.20 
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Table 4.43 (Continued) 
Test Test Correlation Coefficient. 
Code Area Test Scores- GPA Test Scores -ACT GPA-ACT 
0041 English Content 0.66 0.79 0.57 
0042 English Essay 0.11 0.17 0.58 
0432 General Science 0.29 0.69 0.76 
0550 Health Education 0.56 0.50 0.58 
0120 Home Economics 0.34 0.31 0.10 
0060 Mathematics 0.57 0.42 0.39 
0061 Math Content -0.21 -0.29 0.50 
0063 Mathematics Proofs 0.27 0.55 0.36 
0110 Music Education 0.42 0.63 0.42 
0111 Music Concepts 0.10 -0.1 I 0.31 
0113 Music Content 0.82 0.60 0.53 
0090 Physical Education 0.54 0.57 0.32 
0091 Phys. Ed. Content 0.61 0.54 0.611 
0092 Phys. Ed. Analysis 0.29 0.15 0.62 
0080 Social Studies 0.55 0.75 0.46 
. 0081 Social Studies Cont. 0.35 0.65 0.37 
0083 Social Studies Intr. 0.47 0.56 0.40 
0190 Spanish 0.09 0.87 0.57 
0191 Spanish Content 0.27 -0.49 0.53 
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Table 4.43 (Continued) 
Test Test Correlation Coefficient-
Code Area Test Scores- GPA Test Scores-ACT GPA-ACT 
0192 Spanish Prod. Lang. 0.94 -0.89 -0.68 
0350 Special Education 0.49 0.61 0.30 
0321 SE Mental Ret. 0.79 0.85 0.60 
0352 SE Core Principles 0.27 0.42 0.37 
0371 SE Behavior Dis. 0.34 0.38 0.34 
0050 Technology Ed 0.45 0.69 0.35 
While most test areas in the previous table have positive correlations between 
passing PRAXIS II test scores, college GPA, and ACT composite scores, most test 
areas of the failures have a negative correlation between those variables as shown in 
table 4.44. Specifically, the areas of negative correlation are as follows: 
1. The correlation between test scores and college GP A and the correlation between 
test scores and ACT composite scores of those taking the Chemistry (0241) test. 
2. The correlation between test scores and college GP A and the correlation between 
college GPA and ACT composite scores of those taking the Education in 
Elementary School (0010) test. 
3. The correlation between test scores and ACT composite scores of those taking the 
Elementary Education Curriculum Assessment (0011) test. 
()':I 
4. The correlation between test scores and college GPA of those taking the English 
(0040) test. 
5. The correlation between test scores and college GPA and the correlation between 
test scores and ACT composite scores of those taking the Mathematics Content 
Knowledge (006 I) test. 
6. The correlation between test scores and college GP A and the correlation between 
test scores and ACT composite scores of.those taking the Music Concepts and 
Processes (0111) test. 
7. The correlation between test scores and ACT composite scores and the correlation 
between college GPA and ACT composite scores of those taking the Social 
Studies (0080) test. 
8. The correlation between test scores and ACT composite scores and the correlation 
between college GPA and ACT composite scores of those taking the Social 
Studies Content Knowledge (008 I) test. 
9. All correlation functions of those taki!1g the Social Studies Interpretation of 
Materials (0083) test. 
I 0. The correlation between test scores and college GP A and the correlation between 
col)ege GPA and ACT composite scores of those taking the Special Education 
(0350) test. 
11. The correlation between test scores and college GP A and the correlation between 
college GPA and ACT composite scores of those taking the Special Education 
Application of Core~Principles (0352) test. 
12. The correlation between college GPA and ACT composite scores of those taking 
the Special Education Behavioral Disorders (0371) test. 
There were only four tests which did not have negative correlations for any one of 
the three correlation functions. They are listed as follows: 
1. Art Education (0130). 
2. French (0170). 
3. Physical Education Content Knowledge (0091). 
4. Spanish Productive Language Skills (0192). 
These are unexpected results, since a negative correlation for the failing scores 
means that even though the students failed or had low test scores on the PRAXIS II 
exam, they still had high college GPA and ACT composite scores. It was expected 
that students who failed or had low scores on the PRAXIS II exam, would also have 
low college GP A and ACT composite scores. But the results, as displayed on table 
4.44, show that most of the PRAXIS II test takers have pretty high college GPA and 
ACT composite scores, even though they failed the test. So, the prediction that failing 




Correlation Analysis of PRAXIS II Failure Scores. GPA, and ACT Composite Scores 
(1994 through 1999) 
Test Test Correlation Coefficient 
Code Area Test Scores - GPA Test Scores-ACT GPA-ACT 
0130 Art Education 0.25 0.67 0.16 
0241 Chemistry -0.79 -0.79 1.00 
0010 Ed. In Elem. School -0.52 0.33 -0.98 
0011 Elementary Ed. 0.23 -0.06 0.17 
0040 English -0.33 0.53 0.05 
0170 French 0.38 0.45 0.62 
0061 Math Content -0.19 -0.13 0.48 
0111 Music Concepts -0.77 -0.8 1.00 
0091 Phys. Ed. Content 0.22 0.10 0.26 
0080 Social Studies 0.56 -0.42 -0.74 -
0081 Social Studies Cont. 0.15 -0.09 -0.01 
0083 Social Studies Intr. -0.82 -0.17 -0.27 
0191 Spanish Content 0.57 0.19 -0.64 
0192 Spanish Prod. Lang. 0.82 0.62 0.76 
0350 Special Education -0.89 0.16 -0.14 
0352 SE Core Principles -0.37 0.73 -0.90 
0371 SE Behavior Dis. 0.77 0.11 -0.08 
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Summary of Findings 
Based on the displayed data, the results reveal that the TEP students at 
Morehead State University (MSU) perform quite well on the PRAXIS II Specialty 
Area Tests. However, there are several test areas or teacher education program 
subsets that need to be monitored. The passed PRAXIS II scores correlate with the 
GPA and ACT composite scores, with mostly satisfactory degree of correlation 
coefficients and positive correlation slopes as were expected. Most of the failed 
PRAXIS II scores also have a satisfactory degree of correlation, but however, most of 
them show negative slopes, which was not expected. These correlations were made 
with a confidence level of 99%. The conclusion of these findings are that students 
who passed the PRAXIS II exam or who have high test scores would also have high 
college GP A and ACT composite scores, yet so do those students who failed. 
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ChapterV 
Summary, Conclusions, and Recommendations 
This chapter will highlight the summary of the study conducted. The 
conclusions are based on the problem of the study, research question, methodology, 
and statistical analysis and findings will be presented. Further, recommendations for 
future similar studies will be given. 
Summary 
The PRAXIS II Specialty Area Test is the measure by which the Educational 
Professional Standards Board (EPSB) determines the legitimacy of teacher education 
programs in Kentucky postsecondary institutions. Since the EPSB issued several new 
passing scores for some particular PRAXIS II subject area tests, the Vice President of 
Academic Affairs at Morehead State University requested a study of PRAXIS II test 
by subject area during a five year period, from July 1, 1994 through June 30, 1999. 
This study was conducted in response to the request, and intended to serve as 
an exploratory effort to identify students' performances on the PRAXIS II tests at 
Morehad State University. The purpose of this study was to perform statistical 
analysis of the PRAXIS II performance scores, ACT composite scores, and college 
GP A by test area, and to determine whether or not there were any statistically 
significant correlations among the measures of students' performances by subject test 
area. 
'/4 
This study included 1,367 teacher education program students at Morehead 
State University who had taken the PRAXIS II Specialty Area test within the five-
year period. Only students who earned their degree from Morehead State University 
were included in this study. In cases where the same students had to retake a 
particular test, the highest test scores were recorded in this study. 
The raw data was collected from the Morehead State University Testing 
Center, consisted of obtaining PRAXIS II Specialty Area test codes, test dates, 
students' test scores, students' social security numbers, and students' names. Then, it 
was converted to Excel and maintained as a master spreadsheet. Additional 
information was added to this master spreadsheet, such as college GP A, high school 
GPA (when available), ACT composite score, degree, degree date, transfer status, and 
gender, which were acquired from the Morehead State University AIMS system. 
Appropriate passing scores for each specialty test area have been added to the master 
spreadsheet, in order to identify the number and percentage of the passing and the 
failing rates by test area. 
A correlation analysis was performed with a confidence level of 99%, to 
determine whether or not there are any relationships between PRAXIS II test scores 
with GPA, test scores with ACT, and GPA with ACT. Due to different passing scores 
of each test area, the correlation analysis was made by specialty test area. It was also 
determined whether the changes to. the standard minimum passing scores, which were 
established by the EPSB, had an impact on the students' performances. . 
Conclusions 
Based on the data collected and analyzed over six months, the following 
conclusions could be drawn: 
1. There are several PRAXIS II specialty test areas or teacher education-program 
subsets that have excellent performances. They are Business Education (0100), 
Technology Education (0050), Health Education (0550), and Agriculture 
Education (0700), with the passing rates of I 00% within the five year period 
( 1994 through 1999), regardless of the sample size. 
2. However, there are several areas that need attention because their performances 
were low. They are French (0170), Physical Education Content Knowledge 
(0091 ), and Spanish Productive Language Skills as their passing rates were 50% 
and lower. 
3. The passing score changes that have been made by the Educational Professional 
Standards Board over the five year period did not have an impact on students' 
performances in most test areas. Results showed that students in most PRAXIS II 
specialty test areas still had pretty high performances even though the passing 
scores had been changed or raised. 
4. There were statistical relationships (correlations) between PRAXIS II test scores 
with students' GPA, test scores with ACT, and GPA with ACT. These 
correlations had been made based on 99% confidence level, which means that 
there was only one percent chance of error. Most PRAXIS II specialty test areas 
have satisfactory degree of overall correlation during the five years of 
participation (from July 1, 1994 through June 30, 1999). 
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5. Most PRAXIS II passing scores correlate positively with the college GPA and 
ACT composite scores, as was expected. This means that students who have high 
test scores on PRAXIS II also had high college GP A and high ACT composite 
scores. While most PRAXIS II failing scores correlate negatively with the college 
GPA and ACT composite scores, which was not expected. It means that students 
who failed or had low test scores on the PRAXIS II exam had high college GP A 
and high ACT composite scores, similar to the passing students. 
6. These results suggest to reject Ho, which stated that the student's performances on 
the PRAXIS II exam do not correlate with the GPA and ACT scores, and accept 
H1, which stated that the students' performances on the PRAXIS II exam correlate 
with the GPA and ACT scores. 
Recommendations 
Based upon the findings and conclusions, the following recommendations. are 
· made: 
1. Those areas with low performances need a curriculum modification in order to 
encourage better performances. These performances could impact the overall 
qualities of MSU graduates. If they have not been changed over the next period, 
the University needs to consider terminating these programs, in order to maintain 
the quality of education. 
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2. A database containing the information of PRAXIS II test performances may need 
to be created. It is recommended in the future that this database be updated and 
maintained so this type of study could be duplicated. 
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MEMORANDUM MOREHEAD, ICENTuOCY 40351-1689 
TD: Bud Harty 
FROM: Michael R. Moor0 
Executive Vice President for Ac::ad!ilffliC Aff11ir~ 
DATE: December 2, 1 999 
RE: PRAXIS II Study . 
An issue has arisen that I need yois to look into. Tf¥t state Professional Standards 
Board has issued new (and in some cases higherl passing scores for the PRAxlS II 
subject area tests. I am concerned a~ut the impact this may have on the pass 
rates of our TEP students on the subject area tests. 
Here is what I want you to examine: \ 
•Results on PRAXIS II $Ubject area test: 
••By academic program 
••Over past five years (test takers 94/95 through 98/99) 
••Determine number of test takers by program by year; number passed 
and number failed 
••For those failing test, determine ACT score distribution and MSU 
GPA distribution; by program imd by year 
••Observ~ons .on how new pass rates would impact on those 
previous results by program 
•After data is collected, conduct analysis to determine any trends,. predictors 
. , 
etc. · 
You will need to coordinate support for obtaining data and information frorn Jeanne 
Osborne and Patty Eldridge. I\ will inform them that you ·will need their assistance. 
Please try to complete this by December 15, 1999. Give me a_ t.all if you have ilfJJ' 
questions. Thanks for taking care of this. 
td 
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"Detailed Data of PRAXIS II Specialty Test Area" 
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DEGREE EARNED FROM MOREHEAD STATE UNIVERSITY 
Abbreviation Description 









Master ofArts in Education 
Bachelor of Business Administration 
Ba,chelor of Science 
Bachelor ofMusicEducation 
j 
Bachelor of University Sfudies 
Master of Arts 
Master ofBusiriess Administration 
Master of Science 
In some cases, the undergraduate degree co~ld not be verified. So, the graduate degree 
had been tabulated and analyzed, instead ofth~ undergraduate degree. 
DETAILED PRAXIS SPECIAL TY AREA TEST SCORES 
July 1, 1994 - June 30, 1995 
liflli1\i,tll&4l,tlll1lli~111- ~1llili!;1! lifsll111tllli!i11~1 itl;,1tli.Ji!llli~illi IIJ1'11Ji 
!Art 0130 510 430 719194 2.69 2.64 21 AB 90102 y M 
540 719194 3.54 NIA 19 AB 93104 y F 
410 8/3194 2.81 NIA 15 AB 92/02 N F 
660 11112/94 2.99 3.45 29 AB 94/02 N M 
600 3125195 4.00 26 AB 94/04 F 
540 3125195 2.84 17 AB 94/02 
690 816194 NIA 29 BS 93104 
670 11112/94 3.14 2.55 19 BS 94102 M 
710 11/12/94 3.42 3.34 26 AME• 98105 M 
610 11/12/94 3.11 3.74 19 BS 94101 N F 
650 11/12/94 3.46 3.71 26 BS 94/02 y M 
580 11/12/94 3.05 2.93 20 BS 94/02 N F 
700 11/12/94 2.81 3.60 26 BS 94/01 N M 
670 I 11/12194 I 3.38 I 3.79 I 24 I BBA I 94101 I Y I M 
690 I 11/12194 I 3.50 I NIA I 26 I AME I 96105 I Y I M 
640 11/12/94 3.51 3.66 21 JAMEl9! ,101 N 
640 3125195 3.50 NIA 19 I BBA I 91 5/02 y 
630 3125195 3.45 NIA 20 IBBAl9C_ 
' 
0102 y 
590 3125195 3.14 3.45 19 I BBA I 94 __ 102 y 
650 3/25195 3.10 NIA 19 I BBA I 91 _ 
' 
102 y 
650 3125195 2.95 3.13 21 I BBA I 9~ 102 y 
0070 JChem Physics & Gen Sci. 510 520 J 11112194 3.40 3.35 25 
J I 
MA I 98105 
560 I 3125195 
N M 
3.28 4.00 25 
i•tLi.:&L:i:~8~.::Sif.h.3S:.t:L J;SL:,:;..:.·.:.:.: .. &L:Uif.t-... w.:~ .. -:::2.\ •.... : .... · .. <.~- -•-•~•--~1-!L.::.:./: -~-LLl:<:: i«.❖=-JJ>.j,.:•,❖--:~~l%,,J.,;,;_,_;~_;_;.;s,:;t~;L ... 
BS J 94/02 N 
=.i:~.$.:"' :-:~c .... '.>.L_ 0. 
F 
0010 JEd. In Elem. School I 510 I 620 I 719194 I 3.67 I NIA 22 AB 94/02 y F 
630 719194 3.29 1.89 NIA AB 92/02 N F 
530 719194 3.21 2.64 18 AB 93/02 N F 
00 
.i,. 
DETAILED PRAXIS SPECIAL TY AREA TEST SCORES 
July 1, 1994 - June 30, 1995 
600 719194 3.59 3.30 20 
650 719194 2.98 2.58 21 
540 719194 2.87 NIA 14 
640 719194 2.90 3.60 19 
620 719194 3.89 NIA 22 
530 719194 2.66 N/A 13 
620 719194 3.24 3.30 24 
560 719194 3.27 3.59 16 
540 719194 3.44 NIA 18 
520 11112/94 3.45 NIA 19 
670 11/12/94 3.35 NIA 15 
710 11112/94 3.81 NIA 24 
670 11112/94 3.98 3.98 19 
710 11/12/94 3.45 NIA 25 
660 11/12/94 N/A N/A 20 
700 11112/94 3.75 3.62 23 
590 11112/94 3.03 NIA 17 
580 11/12/94 2.94 NIA 18 
660 11112/94 3.75 4.00 22 
590 11112/94 3.44 NIA 19 
650 11112/94 3.63 3.39 18 
700 11/12/94 3.80 NIA 26 
530 11/12/94 3.06 NIA 14 
660 11/12/94 3.57 N/A 23 
560 11112/94 2.89 NIA 17 
580 11/12/94 3.25 NIA 20 
590 11112/94 3.23 NIA 20 
650 3125195 3.07 2.78 19 
580 - 3125195 3.16 3.14 21 
600 3125/95 3.01 NIA 17 
620 3125195 3.51 3.21 22 
620 3125195 3.03 2.81 20 


































650 3125195 3.51 3.27 22 AME 
670 3125195 3.64 NIA 19 AB 
610 3125195 3.23 3.85 19 AB 
670 3125195 3.15 NIA 19 AB 
93102 y F 
91/01 N F 
90/02 y F 
90101 N F 
94101 y F 
92/02 y F 
94101 N F 
93102 y F 
95101 y F 
94101 y M 
94101 y F 
94102 y F 
94/01 y F 
97/02 y F 
94/05 y M 
94101 y F 
94/05 y M 
88104 N F 
94102 y F 
94101 y M 
94/01 N F 
90101 y F 
94102 y F 
94101 y F 
94/01 y M 
94101 y F 
94101 N F 
94102 N F 
94102 N F 
91/05 y F 
94102 N F 
93102 N F 
88104 y F 
97105 N F 
94102 N F 
91101 y F 00 V. 
94102 y F 
DETAILED PRAXIS SPECIAL TY AREA TEST SCORES 
July 1, 1994 - June 30, 1995 
1iii11tir19\tiliir1111,~ [,.,,J 1111,~1~! ft1ssilii1~, t••i*W4lli~"ifi 1mjtii:~: ~1,■1011\atilii~i;1 
590 3125195 3,69 NIA 18 AB 94/05 y F 
660 3125195 3.57 NIA 25 AB 94/05 y F 
580 3125195 3.03 2.61 23 BUS. 90102 N M 
670 3125195 3.20 3.18 27 AB 94102 N M 
670 3125195 3.38 NIA 17 AB 94102 y F 
620 3125195 3.04 NIA 22 AB 94101 y F 
580 3125195 2.74 3.01 17 AB 94102 N M 
650 3125195 3.70 3.44 21 AB 94/02 N F 
640 3125195 3.04 NIA 19 AB 94105 y F 
540 719194 3.53 3.82 22 AB 94/02 y F 
500 719194 2.85 NIA 19 AB 94101 y F 
550 719194 3.23 3.20 16 AB 93102 y F 
550 719194 3.49 NIA 18 AB 94101 N F 
500 719194 3.42 3,88 22 AB 92/01 y F 
610 11/12/94 NIA NIA 21 AB 94102 N M 
660 11112/94 3,98 2.93 23 AB 94101 y M 
570 11112/94 3.01 2.50 21 AB 94101 N F 
710 11112/94 3.78 3.93 26 MA 99101 N F 
520 11112/94 3.59 3.29 17 AB 94101 y F 
530 11/12/94 3.56 NIA 16 AB 94102 y F 
630 11/12/94 3.42 4.00 29 AB 94104 y M 
520 3125195 3.36 2.66 21 AB 94101 y F 
500 3125195 3.32 3.12 17 AB 94/05 N F 
610 3125195 3.65 2.97 24 AB 94/02 N F 
580 3125195 3.64 3.83 21 AB 94/02 y F 
590 11112/94 3.30 NIA 15 BS 90102 y F 
570 3/25195 2.82 2.29 19 AB 94102 N F 
600 3125195 3.01 3.41 21 BS 94/02 N F 
650 3125195 3.50 3.69 19 AME 99101 y F 
650 3125195 3.50 3.61 17 AME 90101 N F I 
00 
°' 
DETAILED PRAXIS SPECIAL TY AREA TEST SCORES 
July 1, 1994 - June 30, 1995 
i1i~i,:lrt1\1i1$r:r1;!~~~1l1: v!IW 1w:ii1■1J 11tij~\;~ 1Pilsi~ sl~i~~1(.~w1~!t~ ilw#!ri nJil1J;lj:iliii; :ri~~iii 
0060 I Mathematics I 500 I 560 719194 3.10 3.13 20 AB 89105 y F 
660 11/12194 3.86 3.96 23 AME 97/04 N M 
540 11/12194 3.69 N/A_ 19 AME 98104 y F 
630 11/12194 3.56 3.95 25 BS 94102 N F 
650 11/12194 3.74 3.00 22 BS 94102 y M 
570 11/12194 3.15 3.85 20 BS 94/01 y F 
570 11/12194 3.28 3.85 26 AB 94102 y F 
620 11/12194 3.82 3.86 30 BME 94/01 N F 
610 11/12194 2.99 NIA 21 BUS 94/05 y M 
580 3/25/95 3.65 3.81 27 AB 94/04 y F 
600 3125/95 3.61 4.00 27 AB 94102 N F 
590 3/25195 3.47 AME 99/01 y 
590 11/12194 3.10 3.15 17 BME 94101 N 
710 11/12194 3.84 4.00 28 BME 94102 y 
640 11/12194 3.26 3.28 22 BME 94/02 N 
650 11/12194 3.36 3.21 21 BME 94/02 N M 
640 11/12194 3.20 2.85 27 BME. 94/02 N M 
590 11/12194 3.21 3.10 24 BME 94101 N F 
580 11/12194 3.66 3.98 22 BME 94102 N F 
760 3/25/95 3.25 3.45 29 BME 97/02 N M 
680 3125/95 2.84 2.61 21 BME 94/04 N F 
540 3/25195 2.66 3.57 26 BME 97/02 y M 
630 3/25/95 3.37 3.56 25 BME 94/02 y F 
670 3125195 2.99 2.66 16 BME 94101 N M 
.e/ :::::'.' 'h,:.=:~·:·. J)< ....... :>.····:···~ .. ·..:• :·::·:;.h>< ="''' ,-,.>N:t:t··::-:~:·1.~·~•<}t\'<:e;a:st ' ,:: =-=t, _:-❖:,.,•-->>>}'.fi".}3-lf· ', :-: , ::::::: ':' y:= < .. :: _ _c,/\~~ :t\_::.:::: ·.u ... •, :&_ .~.- ·.t<i :?::•,~-,-v=:,/:-)0::::!r<· <· ::/2 __ 
0090 I Physical Education I 540 I 660 719194 3.33 3.22 19 AB 92101 N F 
590 719194 2.80 NIA 14 AB 89101 N F 
580 719194 2.73 NIA 14 AB 92101 N M 
630 7/9/94 3.75 NIA 17 AB 93102 y M 
570 719194 3.23 NIA 19 AB 93102 y M 
640 11/12194 3.36 NIA 18 AB 94/01 y M 
660 11/12194 3.04 NIA 21 AB 94101 y M 
580 3125195 2.91 2.13 16 AB 94104 N M 7 
610 3/25195 3.13 NIA 19 AB 94104 y M 
00 
-..) 
DETAILED PRAXIS SPECIAL TY AREA TEST SCORES 
July 1, 1994 - June 30, 1995 
iillf~ili1ill~!l~iii1t1ijlfiiii i~iiilillil,~ i~,1■ilil£11il1*i1~t:11li1t! 1t1•ifillli1iii1~ !±!I 
0060 I Mathematics I · 500 I 560 719194 3.10 3.13 20 AB 89105 y F 
660 11/12/94 3.86 3,96 23 AME 97104 N M 
540 11112/94 3.69 NIA 19 AME 98104 y F 
630 11/12/94 3.56 3.95 25 BS 94102 N F 
650 11112/94 3.74 3.00 22 BS 94102 y M 
570 11/12/94 3.15 3.85 20 BS 94101 y F 
570 11112/94 3.28 3.85 26 AB 94102 y F 
620 11112/94 3.82 3.86 30 BME 94101 N F 
610 11/12/94 2.99 NIA 21 BUS . 94105 y M 
580 3125195 3.65 3.81 27 AB 94104 y F 
600 3125195 3.61 4.00 27 AB 94102 N F 
590 3125195 3.47 3.67 23 AME 99101 y F 
670 3125195 3.91 NIA 27 BS 90102 y M 
3.15 BME 94101 N M 
710 11112/94 3.84 4.00 28 BME 94102 y F 
640 11112/94 3.26 3.28 22 BME 94102 N M 
650 11112/94 3.36 3.21 21 BME 94102 N M 
640 11112/94 3.20 2.85 27 BME 94102 N M 
590 11112/94 3.21 3.10 24 BME 94/01 N F 
580 11112/94 3.66 3.98 22 BME 94102 N F 
760 3125195 3.25 3.45 29 BME 97102 N M 
680 3125195 2.84 2.61 21 BME 94104 N F 
540 3125195 2.66 3.57 26 BME 97102 y M 
3125195 3.37 3.56 94102 y 
719194 2.80 14 AB 89101 N F 
580 719194 2.73 NIA 14 AB 92/01 N M 
630 719194 3.75 NIA 17 AB 93102 y M 
570 7/9194 3.23 NIA 19 AB 93102 y M 
640 11/12/94 3.36 NIA 18 AB 94101 y M 
660 11112/94 3.04 NIA 21 AB 94101 y M 
580 3125195 2.91 2.13 16 AB 94104 N M 
610 3125195 3.13 NIA 19 AB 94/04 y M 
00 
00 
DETAILED PRAXIS SPECIAL TY AREA TEST SCORES 
July 1, 1994 - June 30, 1995 
111iil■11tltflllll. 1ft lilllll!ll!llltiltliltlilltlll r1■1~ 11■liijJ 
600 3125195 3.01 2.27 18 AB 94102 N M 
630 I 3/25195 I 3.28 I NIA I 24 I AB I 88102 I Y I F 
560 I 3125195 I 3.12 I 2.83 I 16 I AB I 95101 I N I M 
570 I 3125/95 I 2.82 I 2.12 I 17 I AB I 95/01 I N I M 
610 I 3/25195 I 2.88 I 2.97 I 19 I AB I 92102 I N I F 
580 I 3125195 I NIA I NIA I 18 I MA I 90101 I Y I M 
0080 I Social Studies 500 490 719194 2.91 3.24 17 AB 93102 N F 
590 719194 3.13 3.27 21 AB 86105 N M 
560 719194 3.46 NIA 17 AME 96102 y M 
440 719194 322 NIA 12 AB 92/02 y F 
510 719194 2.18 2.70 17 AME 95104 y M 
520 719194 2,86 3.30 19 AB 93102 N M 
590 719194 3.41 NIA 22 AB 93102 y F 
470 719194 2.99 NIA 18 AB 93101 y F 
560 11/12/94 3.00 3.06 21 AB 94101 y M 
670 11112/94 3.94 3.50 26 AB 94102 y M 
730 11/12/94 3.87 3.72 29 AB 91102 N M 
510 11/12/94 2.94 3.02 18 AB 94101 y M 
550 11112/94 3.09 3.44 18 AB 94101 N F 
670 11/12/94 3.68 NIA 24 AB 94101 y M 
560 11/12/94 3.32 3.33 20 AB 91102 y M 
660 11112/94 3.12 3.56 23 AB 94101 N M 
590 11112/94 3.18 3.35 22 AME 97102 y M 
590 11/12/94 3.24 2.85 15 AB 92/02 y M 
650 11/12/94 3.72 3.60 23 AME 96102 N F 
540 11112/94 2.81 NIA 19 AME 97105 y M 
580 3125195 3.71 3.44 23 AB 94/01 N F 
630 3125195 NIA NIA NIA MA 96/01 N F 
630 3125/95 2.76 2.38 15 AB 94/02 N M 
660 3125195 3.74 3,78 23 AB 94102 N M 
500 3/25195 2.95 2.75 18 AB 94101 y M 
660 3125195 3.40 NIA 26 MA 98101 y M 
'460 3125195 3.23 NIA 16 AB 94102 y M 
500 3125195 3.28 NIA 15 AB 95102 y M 
520 3125/95 2.77 2.58 21 AB 94102 y F 
550 3125/95 3.36 N/A 18 AB 94104 y F 
00 
\0 
DETAILED PRAXIS SPECIAL TY AREA TEST SCORES 
July 1, 1994 - June 30, 1995 
;1.1Jll1r ~;;;;!;!jili~~~l:w;:;;;;:;;;;;,;;, :i\1110 ¥@11t!i'. ,~'i-1 ;:,;~~; ;rf,ii, lfi,, ;;~;;;1;; li:11;;: ;:1~~; i~~;;: 
640 I 719/94 I 4.00 I NIA I 21 I AME I 97/05 I Y I F 
520 719/94 3.49 NIA 16 AB 94/01 y F 
710 719/94 3.81 NIA 21 AB 93/02 y F 
670 719/94 3.37 3.50 24 AB 94/01 N F 
520 719/94 2.90 N/A 13 AB 93/01 N F 
460 7/9/94 3.10 NIA 16 AB 93/01 y F 
630 7/9194 3.58 3.00 21 AB 94/01 y F 
570 11/12/94 3.07 2.78 19 AB 94/02 N F 
650 11/12/94 3.35 3.46 · 21 AB 94102 N F 
650 11112/94 3.55 3.61 27 AB 94102 N F 
620 11112/94 3.63 3.30 15 AB 94/01 y F 
570 11112/94 2.93 NIA 19 AB 94/02 y M 
500 11112/94 3.00 2.19 12 AB 94/01 y F 
480 11/12/94 2.64 2.49 17 AB 94101 N F 
540 11112/94 3.35 NIA 18 AB 94102 y F 
580 11112/94 2.81 3.06 20 AB 94102 N F 
480 11112/94 3.16 NIA 14 AB 95101 y F 
500 11112/94 2.85 2.11 16 AB 93102 N F 
550 11/12/94 2.90 2.53 17 AB 94/0.1 N F 
500 3125195 2.82 1.88 13 AB 94102 N F 
600 3/25195 2.73 NIA 20 AB 94/04 •N F 
520 3125/95 3.34 NIA 15 AB 94/02 y F 
610 3/25/95 3.30 3.43 18 AB 95/01 N F 
500 3/25195 3.16 NIA 16 AB 94/01 y F 
620 3125195 3.72 3.60 23 AB 94/02 N F 
710 3125195 NIA NIA 20 AB 94102 N F 
590 3125195 3.70 3.47 21 AB 94/02 N F 
550 3125195 3.03 3.18 16 AB 95/01 N F I 
460 3/25/95 3.15 3,10 14 AB 04/02 N F 
570 3/25/95 3.17 3.61 20 AB 94/02 y F 
\0 
o· 
DETAILED PRAXIS SPECIAL TY AREA TEST SCORES 
July 1, 1994 - June 30, 1995 
biil:l: t'.·:s:Esi;i&,~1k::&IR•· ;!!#:t:$: :lt~M! ti1!i!lcii!tfilii§i~f i~E ~m:,: foi~i!~I;!~;:: 
580 3125195 3.09 NIA 18 AB 95101 y F 
660 3/25195 3.59 2.84 21 AB 94102 y F 
640 3/25195 3.79 NIA 20 AME 98101 y F 
510 3/25195 2.88 3.14 15 AB 93102 y F 
560 3/25195 2.98 NIA 18 AB 94/02 y F 
500 3125195 3.01 3.41 16 AB 94102 N M 
510 3125195 2.63 2.00 18 AB 94/02 N F 
470 3125195 2.81 NIA 14 AB 94/02 y F 
660 3125195 3.42 3.33 18 AME 96104 N F 
530 3125/95 3.39 2.94 15 AB 94/02 y F 
'° -
0130 (Art 
0100 I Business Ed. 
0010 I Ed. In Elem. School 
DETAILED PRAXIS SPECIAL TY AREA TEST SCORES 
July 1, 1995 - June 30, 1996 
510 .l 650 718195 3.80 3.73 25 
-
AB 
590 718195 2.70 NIA 21 BUS 
570 718195 2.81 3.00 19 AB 
520 11/11195 3.02 3.00 19 AB 
660 3123196 3.91 NIA 31 MA 
580 3123196 3.54 3.69 19 AB 
3.63 3.94 29 BS 
620 718195 3.20 3.73 23 BS 
790 11/11/95 3.01 3.50 27 BS 
800 3123196 3.89 3.94 28 MS 
660 3123196 3.19 NIA 20 BS 
540 600 7/8195 4.00 4.00 21 BBA 
660 718195 3.33 NIA 20 BBA 
620 11/11195 3.31 3.47 19 BSA 
610 11/11195 3.30 3.60 23 SBA 
630 11111/95 NIA NIA 21 BS 
620 11111195 3.65 3.80 23 SBA 
720 11111195 3,73 4.00 27 BBA 
600 3/23196 3.41 NIA 17 BBA 
I I 
680 718195 3,40 NIA 20 AB 
570 718195 3.75 NIA 21 AB 
580 718195 3.59 3.67 19 AB 
570 7/6/95 2.79 N/A 21 AB 
580 718195 3.10 NIA 16 AB 
600 7/8/95 3.22 3.54 20 AME 
620 718195 2.92 3,39 19 AB 
95101 N M 
95101 y M 
94105 N F 
95101 y F 
95101 y M 
95102 N F 
F 
M 
91105 y F 
97101 y F 
93/02 N M 
94/05 N M 
95/02 y M 
95102 y F 
87101 N F 
95101 N M 
95102 N F 
NIA N M 
95/02 y F 
94/02 N F 
96101 y M 
95/01 y F 
95104 y F 
95/02 N F 
95/02 y F 
94102 y F I '° 98105 N F ' Iv 
88101 N F 
' 
DETAILED PRAXIS SPECIAL TY AREA TEST SCORES 
July 1, 1995 - June 30, 1996 
670 I 718195 I 3.47 I NIA I 22 I AB I 94102 I Y I F 
670 I 718195 I NIA I NIA I NIA I AME I 94/05 I Y I F 
51 o I 3123196 2.90 20 AB 96102 y F 
700 718195 3.13 3.60 23 AB 91/05 y F 
670 718195 3.68 3.97 20 AME 89105 N F 
680 718195 3.41 NIA 24 AB 94/05 y F 
590 718195 3.30 3.45 22 AB 95101 N F 
590 11111195 3.25 NIA 22 AB 95102 y F 
570 11111195 3.65 3.57 22 AB 95/02 N F 
540 11/11195 2.74 2.23 13 AB 94/02 N F 
580 11/11195 2.95 3.18 19 AME 98104 N M 
600 11111/95 3.81 NIA 19 AB 95102 y F 
570 11/11/95 2.43 NIA 13 AB 95101 N F 
600 11/11/95 3.45 3.66 18 AB 95102 N F 
620 11/11195 2.92 2.68 17 AB 94102 y F 
570 11/11195 3.18 NIA 18 AB 95102 y F 
530 11/11/95 3.12 NIA 17 AB 95102 y M 
570 11/11195 3.54 NIA 16 AB 95102 y F 
690 11/11195 3.55 3.70 27 AB 95102 N F 
670 11/11195 3.79 4.00 28 AB 95101 N F 
590 11111195 3.74 NIA 17 AB 95102 y F 
630 11111195 3.27 3.46 22 AB 94102 N F 
560 11111195 2.72 2.35 17 AB 95101 N F 
530 11/11195 2.04 NIA 21 BUS 98101 y M 
670 3123196 3.39 2.60 27 AB 95102 N F 
710 3123196 3.93 3.78 27 AB 95102 N F 
670 3123196 3.64 3.58 22 AB 95101 N F 
610 3/23196 3.01 2.85 16 AB 95105 y F 
610 3123196 3.09 2.87 23 AB 96101 N M 
570 3123196 3.36 NIA 18 AB 95102 y M 
540 3123196 2.82 2.49 18 AB 95102 y F 
590 3123196 2.73 NIA 18 AB 95105 y F 
590 3123196 3.47 NIA 20 AB 95102 y F 
590 3123196 3.39 2.98 17 AB 95104 y M 
650 3123196 3.79 NIA 22 AB 95102 y F 
650 3123196 3.64 3.73 24 AB 95102 N F 
630 3123196 3.35 NIA 20 AB 95102 y F 
I '° w 
DETAILED PRAXIS SPECIAL TY AREA TEST SCORES 
July 1, 1995 - June 30, 1996 
590 I 3/23196 I 3.35 I N/A I 16 I AB I 95102 Y F 
640 I 3123196 I 2.84 I 2.69 I 17 I AME I 97105 I Y I F 
580 I 3/23196 I 2.91 I NIA I 17 I AB I 95102 I Y I M 
690 3123196 3.78 3.80 23 AB 95102 N F 
·:.:>:.::• /7",F". <";·.:4-:; ___ ,, ... ·,·i,':i:,--:\:=:::•~!:•-/:H.(r n:•-N::#\·:,.:=:::.\4%,;::ty·.;.t..W8;11)~i.:;£::h,·~,C'·_·:%;"7<'S,$i,:':'j'jajf:_·;·.;.-:-·::? ·»<·,4, i:~.f'7 );/_(L\';;);:,::;:cx·:(Y;7'·~·;.7:"T7~'A,'::':··,~i:'-"::Y• 
0040 I EnJllish 510 l 500 7/8195 2.93 NIA 20 AB 91/01 y F 
590 7/8195 3.09 NIA 22 AB 95101 y M 
520 7/8/95 3.32 3.08 22 AB 94/01 N F 
510 718195 2.85 NIA 19 AB 94101 y F 
520 718195 3.04 3.26 17 AB 94102 N F 
560 718195 3.18 NIA 21 MA 90105 N F 
580 11/11195 3.06 3.40 21 AB 94102 N F 
580 11/11/95 3.28 NIA 23 AB 95101 y M 
480 11/11/95 3.32 3.12 17 AB 94105 N F 
550 11/11/95 3.16 N/A 25 AB 94102 y F 
530 3123196 3.00 2.83 19 MA 94/05 y F 
670 3123/96 3.54 3.12 25 AB 95101 N F 
520 3123196 2.84 2.77 20 AB 95102 N F 
620 3123196 3.57 3.57 26 MA 98105 N F 
510 3123196 3.56 3.36 19 AB 94102 y F 
590 3123196 3.00 NIA 22 AB 95102 y F 
0041 IEnJ!liSh ~ontent Knowledge I 138 163 3123196 3.27 2.79 17 AB M 
.173 3123196 3.78 3.37 20 AB F 
0042 I En_glish Essay N/A 
145 3.78 3.37 20 AB 96101 N F 
155 3123/96 2.83 2.87 21 AB 96101 N F 
0170 !French 510 500 11/11/95 3.56 3.36 19 AB 94/02 y F 
410 3123196 2.99 3.79 18 AB 95/02 y F 
500 I 3123/96 I 3.33 I 3.60 I 26 I AB I 95/02 I N I M 
"' .i,. 
DETAILED PRAXIS SPECIAL TY AREA TEST SCORES 
July 1, 1995 • June 30, 1996 
ilii i1t11lnir!i~iiiiiliiil1ii i~lli\i;r jllll~ iit4[6liJ !ffflifiii -~ l\\11i: itJiilii 11111 iilit iiii,i 
0120 I Home Economics Ed. 540 560 11/11/95 2.92 3.17 18 BS 95/02 N F 




0110 I Music Ed. 650 7/8/95 3.08 3.32 24 BME 94/01 N M 
550 8/5/95 2.88 2.50 17 BME 95/01 N M 
610 11/11/95 3.27 3.17 23 BME 95/02 y F 
580 11/11/95 3.08 3.05 18 BME 95/02 y M 
610 3/23/96 3.49 2.50 19 BME 95/01 N M 
690 3/23/96 3.29 3.13 28 BME 95/02 N F 
590 3/23/96 3.60 3.83 20 BME 95/02 N F 
2.90 2.38 20 AB 95101 N M 
700 7/8/95 3.19 3.81 27 AB 94/02 N F 
590 7/8/95 2.70 2.63 25 AB 95/04 y M 
690 3/23/96 3.04 2.70 16 MA 97/05 N M 
660 3/23/96 2.89 2.99 21 AB 95/04 N M 
530 3/23/96 2.79 1.87 18 AB 95/02 y M 
630 3/23/96 N/A N/A N/A AME 98/02 y F 
620 3/23/96 2.95 2.75 14 AB 95/02 N M 
'° V, 
0080 !Social Studies 
DETAILED PRAXIS SPECIAL TY AREA TEST SCORES 
July 1, 1995 - June 30, 1996 
I 500 I 510 3125195 2.99 NIA 18 AB 
550 718195 2.58 3.43 25 MA 
640 718195 3.46 3.50 24 AB 
500 718195 NIA NIA 19 AB 
620 718195 2.87 3.03 23 BUS 
610 11/11195 3.06 3.38 24 AB 
550 11111195 3.72 NIA 19 AB 
690 11/11195 3.38 NIA 23 AB 
640 3123196 3.95 3.44 23 AB 
500 3123196 3.39 NIA 19 AB 
720 3123196 3.62 3.39 24 AB 
680 3123196 3.75 3.52 28 AB 
640 3123196 3.62 NIA 27 AB 
480 3123196 3.28 NIA 15 AB 
718195 2.83 N/A 23 AB 
630 7/8195 3.16 3.14 21 AB 
560 718195 2.87 2.19 16 AB 
490 718195 2.88 NIA 16 AB 
650 718195 3.37 NIA 19 AB 
560 718195 3.38 NIA 14 AB 
530 718195 NIA NIA NIA AME 
520 718195 2.81 NIA 14 AB 
660 718195 3.09 NIA 17 AB 
530 11/11195 3.62 NIA 22 AB 
610 11111195 3.55 2.66 18 AB 
640 11111/95 3.44 3.30 21 AB 
510 11111195 2.68 2.88 19 AB 
93/01 y F 
98101 N F 
90102 N· M 
95101 y M 
94102 N M 
90102 N M 
95102 y M 
95101 y M 
95102 N M 
95104 y F 
95/02 N M 
95102 N F 
95102 y F 
95102 y M 
95101 y F 
94102 N F 
95101 N F 
94102 y F 
94101 y F 
95102 y F 
97/04 y M 
94102 y F 
94105 y F 
95102 y F 
95101 N F 
95101 N F I \0 
95101 N F I 0\ 
DETAILED PRAXIS SPECIAL TY AREA TEST SCORES 
July 1, 1995 - June 30, 1996 
590 11111195 3.25 NIA 20 AB 
570 11111195 3.35 NIA 18 AB 
670 11111195 3.58 4.00 23 AME 
570 11111195 2.94 NIA 15 AB 
570 11/11195 2.81 NIA 17 AB 
540 11/11195 2.84 3.17 17 AB 
550 11111195 3.24 NIA 16 AB 
440 11/11195 3.15 3.10 14 AB 
540 11/11195 3.20 NIA 17 AB 
580 11111/95 3.84 NIA 15 _AB 
500 11/11195 3.54 3.22 16 AB 
570 11111195 2.91 NIA 17 AB 
500 11111/95 3.04 2.37 14 AB 
610 11111195 3.02 2.82 17 AB 
450 11/11195 3.02 NIA 13 AB 
600 11/11/95 3.07 2.58 18 AB 
700 11111/95 3.34 3.16 24 AB 
610 11/11195 3.04 2.31 20 AB 
500 3/23196 3.17 NIA 17 AB 
480 3/23/96 2.86 3.63 19 AB 
570 3123196 2.85 2.51 14 AB 
620 3/23196 3.62 NIA 17 AB 
560 3123196 3.44 NIA 19 AB 
650 3/23/96 3.51 3.23 18 AB 
540 · 3/23196 2.75 2.19 18 AB 
620 3/23/96 3.34 2.60 17 AB 
630 3123/96 3.34 NIA 20 AB 
610 3123196 2.86 NIA 16 AB 
6J0 3123196 3.49 1.86 17 AB 
650 3/23/96 3.10 N/A 21 AB 
550 3/23/96 2.81 2.57 21 AB 
540 3/23/96 3.05 2.56 21 AB 
510 3/23/96 2.70 2.25 21 AB 
560 3/23/96 3.17 NIA 19 AB 
640 3/23/96 3.13 3.00 18 AB 
490 3/23/96 3.11 NIA 18 AB 
600 3/23196 3.17 2.55 21 AB 
95/02 y F 
95/01 y F 
97101 N F 
95102 y F 
95/02 y M 
95102 y F 
95101 y F 
94102 N F 
95/02 N F 
95/02 y F 
95102 y F 
95102 y F 
95101 y F 
95101 N F 
94102 y F 
95101 y M 
95101 y F 
95101 N F 
95102 y F 
95102 N F 
95102 y F 
95105 y F 
96/01 y F 
95102 N F 
95/02 y F 
95104 N F 
95101 y F 
95105 y F 
94101 N M 
95/02 y F 
95/04 y M 
95/04 y M 
95/02 y M 
95/05 y F 
95/05 y F 
97/01 y F '° 95/01 y M __, 
DETAILED PRAXIS SPECIAL TY AREA TEST SCORES 
July 1, 1995 - June 30, 1996 
580 3/23/96 2.95 N/A 17 AB 
520 3/23/96 3.12 3.70 18 AB 
540 3/23/96 2.94 N/A 18 AB 
680 3/23/96 2.93 3.45 23 AB 
630 3/23/96 2.96 3.15 20 AB 
530 3/23/96 2.66 3.10 21 AB 
530 3/23/96 2.98 2.61 . 16 AB 
530 3/23/96 2.84 N/A 19 AB 
- 510 3/23/96 3.16 N/A 14 AB 
530 3/23/96 2.67 3.40 17 AB 
570 3/23/96 3.65 3.21 19 AME 
640 3/23/96 3.58 N/A 22 AB 
620 3/23/96 N/A NIA N/A AB 



































0010 Ed. In Elem. School 
DETAILED PRAXIS SPECIALTY AREA TEST SCORES 
July 1, 1996 - June 30, 1997 
510 650 7113196 3.70 3.71 23 AB 
620 7113196 3.36 2.84 21 AB 
620 7113196 3.13 3.26 21 AB 
580 7113196 3.30 3.52 23 AB 
680 7113/96 4.00 NIA 23 AB 
610 7113/96 3.58 NIA 17 AB 
430 7113196 3.28 NIA 16 AB 
660 7113196 3.33 NIA 16 AB 
650 7113196 3.81 NIA 19 AB 
610 1119196 3.94 3.75 23 AB 
560 1119196 3.21 NIA 20 AB 
670 11/16/96 3.89 3.98 23 AB 
610 3122/97 3.64 NIA 21 AB 
590 3122/97 2.72 2.49 16 AB 
610 3122/97 3.62 NIA 22 AB 
96102 N F 
96101 N F 
95102 N F 
96101 N F 
96/01 y F 
96/01 y F 
93102 y M 
90/02 y F 
96101 y F 
96102 N M 
96105 y F 
96102 N F 
97101 y F 
96101 N M "' 96102 y F "' 
DETAILED PRAXIS SPECIAL TY AREA TEST SCORES 
July 1, 1996 - June 30, 1997 
:'ffl; ;~r;ictfk;trm.il!t:1;::::r:,!l:!f1: ;;f~i1i~f xfi!~J; :~ii~,~ .!~¾-~ i~i!f~ sllir '.:~wt:~; :j!i\rt1 a!nltft Y*-~t'.' 
630 i 3122197 2.82 3.24 i 21 i AB i 96102 i N I M 
520 I 3122197 I 3.11 I NIA I 18 I AB I 97101 I Y I F 
610 3122197 3.69 4.00 21 AB 96102 N F 
570 3122197 3.09 NIA 18 AB 96102 y F 
590 3122197 3.17 2.85 18 AB 97101 y F 
580 3122197 3.15 NIA 18 AB 96105 y F 
600 3122/97 3.18 NIA 17 AB 97101 N F 
560 3122197 3.21 3.80 21 AB 96102 y F 
660 3122197 NIA NIA NIA AME 96102 N F 
590 513197 3.35 NIA 20 AB 97101 y F 
540 513197 3.09 3.13 19 AB 97102 y F 
650 5/3197 3.30 NIA 16 AB 93/02 y F 
>:-.,·•·:-.X{;..:1.z ·.:::\\::t :t\:t>::::::: ?:::::<J::r::::-::·ttN::¥i:•:n:::r·::~1JT:·····-= t·Yrs:oz:::•-:-:--zr:•~::··~:~::1···❖-::.,..•·7·······;::;3;~J0:& 
0040 I En_9_1ish 510 670 7/13196 2.92 
470 7113196 NIA 
580 7113196 3.13 
•s:,,.JMici", ••Jg1;0; 
0041 I En_9_1ish Lang_.Lit.Cont.Know. 138 143 1119196 3.34 
194 1119196 4.00 3.90 28 96105 
190 1119196 3.98 4.00 26 AB 96102 N F 
142 3122197 2.64 N/A 17 AB 97101 y F 
145 3122197 2.96 2.70 18 AB 96102 y F 
156 3/22/97 2.87 2.62 22 AB 96104 N F 
156 3122197 3.77 3.14 22 AB 97101 y M 
172 3122197 3.07 3.70 24 AB 96101 y F 
171 5/3197 3.44 3.40 25 AB 97101 y F 
3.28 23 AB 97101 N F 
4.00 26 AB 96102 N F 
140 I 1119195 I 3.34 2.64 18 AB 97101 y F 
155 I 1119195 I 4.oo 3.90 28 AB 96105 y F 
125 3122197 2.64 NIA 17 AB 97101 y F 
135 3122197 2.96 2.70 18 AB 96102 y F 
145 3122197 2.87 2.62 22 AB 96104 N F 
115 3122197 3.77 3.14 22 AB 97101 y M 
130 3122197 3.07 3.70 24 AB 96101 y F 
120 5/3197 3.44 3.40 25 AB 97101 y F 
-0 
0 
DETAILED PRAXIS SPECIAL TY AREA TEST SCORES 
July 1, 1996 - June 30, 1997 
1w.1111111111M~11111i111t1\t~ at■t1l1t•~M11 ,,w:1111"'''' !~i1111~•w•~~1,11t* 1111K~J,: 
150 513197 3.28 23 97101 N F 
172 3122/97 3.28 3.74 BS 96102 y M 
144 3122/97 NIA NIA NIA AME 97102 y M 
146 3122/97 3.23 3.88 25 BS 96102 N F 
3.57 NIA 19 BS 96101 y F 
NIA NIA NIA BME 96101 N F 
630 7113196 3.39 NIA 21 BME 96101 y M 
640 7113196 3.55 3.07 19 BME 96101 y F 
660 7/13196 3.84 3.83 28 BME 96101 N F 
760 1119/96 3.82 3.53" 26 BME 96/02 N M 
650 3122/97 3.12 3.11 24 BME 97101 y M 
770 3122/97 3.20 2.68 23 BME 96104 N M I -0 -
DETAILED PRAXIS SPECIAL TY AREA TEST SCORES 
July 1, 1996 - June 30, 1997 
1111~ :11t11f-lJ!l;1Jfr1ll fs!t■t: f&lfllll1 lt(t§ll!lllll~ll ftll~rlll'& t?!l!!II r.111111,111: 
660 3122/97 2.99 2.64 22 BME 96/02 N M 
530 3/22197 3.14 2.52 17 BME 97/01 N M 
520 3/22197 3.09 3.16 20 BME 97/02 N F 
680 3/22197 3.45 3.36 23 BME 96/02 N F 
570 3/22197 2.93 2.78 20 BME 96/01 y F 
1090 I Physical Ed. 540 I 740 I 3/22197 I 3.69 I 3.75 I 26 I AB I 96/01 
,: ·.- ._.,.._. · : .. : \i-_;;::;/:-:::·:::·; ,>:: ;~./i::;;;·,: ··; ·1.:,.:-::::-~\oo.· ·.i=" =;·/)ff ·_•--,~:-i/=ii:t4tt:;i< ·:·:·::/?-':;,:~~;~:-·=-=~<ti ·,s;s:s.:Cf::··?:?<:·· :::;:,~ji.:.\~.2.6r;··.·_/;:·:· -"i·:•,~f;j/.:'/:X:i::.:Ct 
1091 JPhysicai Ed.Cont.Knowledge l 152 I 172 I 7/13/96 3.69 3.75 26 AB 96/01 
7/13/96 3.74 NIA 21 AB 96/02 y 
144 7/13/96 3.31 2.72 18 AB 96/01 N M 
152 11/9/96 3.17 2.93 18 MA 99/01 y M 
141 3/22197 2.93 3.76 23 AB 96/02 N M 
147 3/22197 2.96 2.70 18 AB 96/02 y F 
144 3/22197 3.25 N/A 18 AB 96/01 y M 
l~l@fHttt:\:t:/H@WJ®t~t:% :::::::~:~·::(}: t: :::~t~ttft::MJt?itF'.l'.H\:W::??% 
159 7/13/96 3.69 3.75 26 AB 96/01 
155 7/13/96 3.74 NIA 21 AB 96/02 y M 
160 7/13/96 3.25 N/A 18 AB 96/01 y M 
157 7/13/96 3.31 2.72 18 AB 96/01 N M 
149 11/9/96 3.17 2.93 18 MA 99/01 y M 
145 3/22197 2.93 3.76 23 AB 96/02 N M 
147 3/22197 2.96 2.70 18 AB 96/02 y F 
-0 
N 
0081 I Social Studies Cont.Know. 
DETAILED PRAXIS SPECIAL TY AREA TEST SCORES 
July 1, 1996 - June 30, 1997 
146 156 1119196 3.69 3.75 26 AB 
167 1119196 3.24 3.80 25 AB 
162 1119196 2.94 2.84 20 AB 
154 11116/96 3.40 3.46 23 AB 
177 3122/97 3.82 3.53 26 BME 
163 3/22/97 3.14 3.30 23 AB 
168 3122/97 NIA NIA NIA BME 
135 3122/97 2.83 2.87 21 AB 
128 3122/97 2.64 3.10 19 AB 
147 3122/97 2.68 2.60 18 AB 
149 3122/97 3.17 2.93 18 MA 
177 3122/97 3.20 3.91 27 AB 
124 513197 2.85 NIA 16 AB 
96101 N F 
96104 y M 
96102 N M 
96/02 N F 
96102 N M 
96102 N F 
96101 N F 
96101 N F 
88102 N F 
96/02 y M 
99101 y M 
96102 N M 
96101 y M 
£ .. }1Q4::_;i::i·.:.·:-:..:.·?.: ... :.>~-.9.r.:/.· .::~ti:J9r.~· . ..:.:.:.:.£.·_~i·.·_·i ·_1·.J:~ou.:.1.:.:_+iiI.~.:.:.Df-.:.:.:.:sc:h·~:.-.:A/.::;;~❖=··~~r+i:.·_1·j/_: .. f,··;i'-. 
0083 I Social Studies lnte!!'_rel Mat. I NIA 152 7113/96 2.83 2.87 21 AB 96101 N F 
159 1119196 3.69 3.75 26 AB 96101 N F 
159 1119196 2.94 2.84 20 AB 96102 N M 
157 1119196 2.64 3.10 19 AB 88102 N F 
161 11116/96 3.40 3.46 23 AB 96102 N F 
181 3122/97 3.82 3.53 26 BME 96/02 N M 
156 3/22/97 3.14 3.30 23 AB 96/02 N F 
179 3122/97 NIA NIA NIA BME 96/01 N F 
155 3122/97 2.68 2.60 18 AB 96102 y M 
163 3122/97 3.17 2.93 18 MA 99101 y M 
170 3122/97 3.20 3.91 27 AB 96102 N M 
161 513197 2.85 NIA 16 AB 96/01 y M 
-0 
!.,.) 
DETAILED PRAXIS SPECIAL TY AREA TEST SCORES 
July 1, 1996 - June 30, 1997 
lf:J]l~i!iliil81iiiiI~!1liiit1] 11:~1\1;; ;:0g~~[! iii! lr1Jllii14 liL1~1<11iliil ;t!~:~1J;; ::ft 
0350 I Special Education I 500 I 630 7113196 3.68 2.81 17 AB 96102 
600 7113196 3.41 3.37 20 AB 96101 
490 7113196 2.84 3.24 17 AB . 96102 
690 7113196 3.78 3.70 19 AME 97105 
530 7113196 3.38 3.11 18 AB 96101 
490 7113196 3.15 3.10 14 AB 94102 
510 7113196 3.36 NIA 14 AB 95102 
610 1119196 2.90 2.66 17 AB 97101 
630 1119196 3.37 NIA 23 AB 96101 
490 11/16196 2.81 2.34 14 AB 95101 
610 3122197 3.64 NIA 21 AB 97101 
540 3122/97 2.58 NIA 19 AB 96101 
590 3122197 2.82 3.24 21 AB 96102 
540 3122197 2.96 3.40 17 AB 96104 
580 3122197 3.11 NIA 18 AB 97101 
660 3122197 3.43 3.54 25 AB 96101 
540 3122/97 2.83 NIA 17 AB 96105 
400 3122197 3.21 NIA 16 AB 97102 
560 3122197 3.44 NIA 20 AB 96102 
470 · 3122/97 3.02 NIA 13 AB 94102 
510 3122197 2.78 3.60 20 AB 97105 
660 513197 3.37 3.19 18 AB 96102 
510 5/3197 2.79 2.52 17 AB 96102 
530 5/3197 2.72 NIA 17 AB 96102 
620 513197 2.95 3.21 19 AB 96102 
470 5/3197 3.37 NIA 17 AB 96101 
620 5/3197 NIA NIA NIA AB 96101 






























DETAILED PRAXIS SPECIAL TY AREA TEST SCORES 
July 1, 1997 - June 30, 1998 
};~=t .~g4;¥,;imi2i\J~il!iriit~J;f;;Lf\+S0~ !R1+i r:ll\rt ·. ,< '!Cat! ~«!l!:J !!!!fl lldli ;~!!lr:t!I! !t'itiBl1j 11\i!I~ l).!tillt 
5 98 
0231 25 BS 97102 y F 
184 1118197 NIA 25 AME 98105 y F 
167 11/8197 3.57 NIA 28 BS 97102 y F 
181 2/7198 3.72 NIA 27 BS 97102 y F 
160 2/7198 3.02 3.93 18 BS 97101 y 
176 NIA NIA NIA AME 99101 y 
0233 Biology Content Essay 139 124 7112/97 3.02 3.93 18 BS 97101 y F 
146 7/12/97 3.43 NIA 25 BS 97102 y F 
144 1118197 3.82 NIA 25 AME 98105 y F 
154 11/8197 3.57 NIA 28 BS 97102 y F 
161 217196 3.72 NIA 27 BS 97102 y F 
165 2/7198 NIA NIA NIA AME 99101 y F 
143 3128198 3.16 3.96 23 BS 97102 y 
-0 u, 
0241 I Chemistry Cont Knowledge 
0010 I Ed. In Elem. School 
0011 I Elem.Ed.Curr.lnstruc.Assmt. 
DETAILED PRAXIS SPECIAL TY AREA TEST SCORES 
July 1, 1997 - June 30, 1998 
144 146 7127197 3.28 3.74 27 BS 
149 1118197 NIA NIA NIA AME 
154 1118197 NIA NIA NIA AME 
157 3128198 3.43 NIA 25 BS 
138 512/98 3.57 NIA 28 BS 
510 510 7112/97 3.07 NIA 14 AB 
570 7112/97 2.94 NIA 17 AB 
670 1118197 3.60 3.15 22 AB 
560 11/8197 2.75 NIA 18 AB 
710 2/7198 3.89 3.95 25 AB 
560 3128198 2.73 NIA 19 AB 
610 3128198 3.13 NIA 19 AB 
530 3128198 2.94 NIA 17 AB 
620 3128198 3.19 3.21 21 AB 
590 3128198 3.70 NIA 21 AB 
630 3/28198 3.01 3.07 20 AB 
660 3/28198 3.49 3.29 19 AB 
670 3126196 3.60 3.96 24 AB 
640 3128198 NIA NIA 19 AB 
490 3126196 3.08 2.81 17 AB 
660 3128198 3.12 3.73 20 AB 
610 3128198 3.01 3.16 19 AB 
620 3128198 3.84 NIA 17 AB 
620 3128198 2.93 NIA 25 AB 
560 512/98 · 2.61 NIA 15 AME 
96102 y M 
97102 y M 
99101 y F 
97102 y F 
97102 y F 
97101 y F 
97102 y F 
97101 N F 
97101 ·Y M 
97102 N F 
97102 y F 
98101 y F 
97102 y F 
98101 N F 
98101 y F 
97102 y M 
97104 y M 
97104 y M 
97102 y F 
98101 N M 
97102 N F 
97105 y F 
97105 y F 
97102 y M 
94/05 y M 
550 512/98 3.51 NIA 21 BS 93101 Y F -143 162 1118197 2.97 3.16 17 AB 97101 N F 
174 1118197 3.91 3.89 18 AB 97/01 y F 
165 1118197 3.52 3.71 20 AB 97102 N F 
154 1118197 3.61 NIA 18 AB 97101 y F 
194 11/8197 3.77 3.18 24 AB 97102 N F 
162 1118197 3.23 3.38 18 AB 98101 N F 
162 11/8197 3.40 2.65 17 AB 97102 y F 
181 1118197. 3.63 3.45 21 AB 97101 y F 
I -I 0 0\ 
' 
DETAILED PRAXIS SPECIAL TY AREA TEST SCORES 
July 1, 1997 - June 30, 1998 
190 1118197 3.58 3.87 21 AB 
181 1118197 3.15 2.79 17 AB 
172 1118197 2.98 3.52 20 AB 
185 2/7198 3.54 3.70 19 AB 
183 2/7198 3.89 3.95 25 AB 
169 2/7/98 3.17 2.81 18 AB 
176 2/7198 3.59 NIA 19 AB 
193 2/7/98 3.97 4.00 30 AB 
176 2/7198 3.84 3.96 20 AB 
172 2/7/98 3.85 3.98 21 AB 
167 2/7198 3.23 3.25 18 AB 
187 2/7198 3.75 3.76 27 AB 
173 2/7/98 3.62 3.94 24 AB 
143 2/7198 2.7B N/A 18 AB 
172 2/7198 3.64 N/A 20 AB 
167 2/7198 3.30 NIA 20 AB 
153 2/7198 3.35 NIA 19 AB 
167 2/7/98 3.33 NIA 17 AB 
183 2/7/98 3.65 NIA 19 AB 
150 2/7198 2.88 2.48 17 AB 
182 2/7198 3.62 3.30 24 AB 
164 3128/98 3.24 N/A 1B AB 
183 3/28198 3.09 2.33 20 AB 
181 3/28198 3.58 NIA 17 AB 
159 3/28198 3.52 N/A 19 AB 
178 3128198 3.24 NIA 18 AB 
161 3128198 NIA NIA 18 AB 
156 3128198 2.77 NIA 22 AB 
190 3128198 3.76 3.60 26 AB 
164 3128198 3.83 NIA 16 AB 
137 3128198 2.48 N/A 14 AB 
186 3/28198 3.47 3.80 22 AB 
166 3/28198 3.64 NIA 21 AB 
135 3128198 3.36 3.10 16 AB 
170 3128198 3.50 NIA 17 AB 
161 3128198 3.68 3.06 19 AB 
159 3128198. 3.16 3.21 18 AB 
97101 N F 
97102 N F 
97/01 N F 
97101 N F 
97102 N F 
98/01 N F 
97102 y F 
97102 y F 
97102 N F 
97/05 N F 
97102 y F 
97/02 y F 
98/01 N F 
96102 y F 
94/01 y F 
97105 y F 
97101 y F 
97101 y F 
97102 y F 
97102 N F 
97/01 N F 
97102 y F 
97102 N F 
97102 y F 
97102 y F 
97/02 y F 
97102 y F 
97102 y M 
97102 y M 
97104 y F 
96/01 y F 
97/01 N F 
97/02 y F 
97101 y M 
97/02 y F I -97102 y F J 0 -.J 
97102 N F 
0041 I English Lang.Lit.Cont.Know. 
0042 I English Lang.Lit.Comp.Essay 
DETAILED PRAXIS SPECIAL TY AREA TEST SCORES 
July 1, 1997 - June 30, 1998 
3128198 3.49 3.01 25 AB 
167 3128198 3.62 NIA 19 AB 
186 3128198 3.49 3.95 25 AB 
176 3128198 3,60 NIA 17 AB 
169 3128198 3.56 NIA 17 AB 
181 3128198 3.75 NIA 19 AB 
164 3128198 3.41 NIA 17 AB 
179 3128198 3.28 3.80 19 AB 
179 3128198 3.17 NIA 20 AB 
198 3128198 3.89 NIA 28 AB 
173 512/98 3.28 3.28 16 AB 
171 512/98 3.64 NIA 20 AB 
176 512/98 3,69 NIA 19 AB 
171 512/98 3.29 3.48 24 AB 
140 512/98 3.06 NIA 18 AB 
171 512/98 2.99 3.19 23 AB 
177 512/98 3.48 NIA 19 AB 
180 5/2/98 3.42 NIA 23 AB 
177 512/98 3.69 NIA 26 AB 
177 512/98 3.72 NIA 19 AB 
196 512/98 3.12 NIA 26 BS 
143 512/98 3.56 2.00 14 AB 
!Ui'fi t@:2~) 
138 4.00 26 AB 
182 217198 3.64 NIA · 26 AB 
180 217198 3.28 2.98 23 AB 
158 3/28198 3.44 NIA 22 AB 
151 3128198 3.36 3.60 18 AB 
i·s·::"-:-t·-~:--· r>·, ... ·.:-:is~\t'h·-:.;tft·\k::-< 
135 I 150 7112197 
145 7112197 NIA 22 BS 
160 11/8197 3.77 4.00 26 AB 
150 217198 3.64 NIA 26 AB 
135 217198 3.28 2.98 23 AB 
170 3128198 3.44 NIA 22 AB 
155 512/98 3.28 3.31 21 AB 
97102 y F 
97102 y F 
97102 N F 
97105 y F 
97102 y F 
98101 y F 
97102 y F 
97105 y F 
97102 y F 
97102 y F 
92/05 N F 
97101 y F 
97102 y F 
98102 y F 
98102 y F 
97102 N F 
97102 y F 
93102 y F 
97102 y F. 
98102 y F 
90102 y F 
94/02 N F 
fr,;::~/Air~:~:148: i.iiii:f::i.}f/;-
97102 y F 
97102 y F 
97102 N M 
98/01 y F 
98101 y F 
97102 y F 
97102 y F 
97/02 N M 
98101 y F -98101 N F 0 
00 
0432 General Science 
0061 Math Content Knowledge 
DETAILED PRAXIS SPECIAL TY AREA TEST SCORES 
July 1, 1997 - June 30, 1998 
150 
156 7/12197 3.23 3,88 25 BS 
160 7/12197 3.43 N/A 25 BS 
165 11/8/97 3.57 N/A 28 BS 
177 11/8/97 NIA N/A N/A AME 
590 2.69 2.95 AB 
610 217/98 2.98 2.64 17 AB 
660 217/98 3.29 2.94 18 AB 
690 3/28/98 2.93 2.50 21 AB 
730 3/28/98 3.17 2.96 22 AB 
670 3/28/98 3.73 3.60 24 AB 
3/28/98 3,85 3.96 23 AB 
148 7/12197 3.68 4.00 BS 
138 11/8/97 3.28 N/A 22 BS 
123 11/8/97 3.56 3.78 26 AB 
134 217/98 3,73 4.00 22 AB 
178 217/98 3.13 3.56 20 AB 
124 3/28/98 3.54 N/A 21 BS 
133 5/2198 3.22 3.85 23 BS 





97/01 N M 
97/01 N M 
97/01 y .M 
97/05 N M 
97/05 N M 
97/02 N F 
98/01 N F 
96/02 y F 
96/01 y F 
97/04 y F 
97/02 y M 
97/02 N M 
96/02 N F 
97/02 y M 
97/02 N M -98/01 N M 0 \0 
DETAILED PRAXIS SPECIAL TY AREA TEST SCORES 
July 1, 1997 - June 30, 1998 
1~i•~~ it111r,i1~lrfj~~,l?t.jf.Mi,w~l1iil1 ~Ml 1~i!IJ\!~I tit:~!~ j•1ji¼1 iiiii itlli1 1tiiriJ1 11ll11 li1!ii1 ji,j, 
. 0063 /Math Proof Model & Problem I 141 I 155 1118/97 3.56 3.78 26 AB 97/02 y M 
150 Zfl/98 3.28 N/A 22 BS 97/04 y F 
115 3/28/98 3.54 N/A 21 BS 97/02 y M 
158 3/28/98 3.73 4.00 22 AB 97/02 N M 
143 5/2/98 3.22 3.85 23 BS 97/02 N M 
162 5/2/98 3.52 3.93 21 BS 98/01 N M 
143 5/2/98 3.61 N/A 21 BS 97/02 y F 
0091 I Pnystcar t:.o,c.;ont.K.nowledge I 152 I 151 7/12/97 3.25 NIA 18 AB 96/01 y M 
147 1118/97 2.69 2.95 17 AB 97/01 N M 
159 11/8/97 3.17 2.96 22 AB 97/05 N M 
146 11/8/97 2.85 N/A 16 AB 96/01 y M 
162 Zfl/98 3.55 NIA 19 AB 97/01 y F 
150 Zfl/98 2.98 2.64 17 AB 97/01 N M 
160 Zfl/98 3.56 3.78 26 AB 97/02 y M 
153 3/28/98 2.93 2.50 21 AB 97/05 N M 
158 3/28/98 3.73 3.60 24 AB 97/02 N F 
148 3/28/98 2.90 2.72 18 AB 97/02 N F 
154 5/2/98 2.93 3.76 23 AB 96/02 N M 
155 5/2/98 2.48 2.16 17 AB 95/01 N F 
97/01 N M 
0092 
97/01 N M 
158 1118/97 3.17 2.96 22 AB 97/05 N M 
156 Zfl/98 · 2.98 2.64 17 AB 97/01 N M 
--0 
DETAILED PRAXIS SPECIAL TY AREA TEST SCORES 
July 1, 1997 - June 30, 1998 
:;;£.!i~~:: :;:Ji~r;Y;:1~~~~-/-~tt?slil½r,: I! ';!!1111!' !tl1!lll; tl!~~il~~ ¥Jt•i1 ,s11 ;!1111~111 ,:-sa,\ i:lil;: 
157 2/7/98 3.56 3.78 26 AB 97/02 y M 
154 3/28/98 2.93 2.50 21 AB 97/05 N M 
168 3/28198 3.73 3.60 24 AB 97/02 N F 
152 3128198 2.90 2.72 18 AB 97102 N F 
164 512/98 2.48 2.16 17 AB 95101 N F 
156 5/2/98 2.79 3.13 15 AB 97/01 N M 
0081 !Social Studies Cont.Know. 146 161 7/12/97 2.71 3.18 18 AB 96/05 y F 
158 7/12/97 2.54 2.60 21 AB 96/0t y F 
158 7112/97 3.00 2.29 18 AB 97101 y M 
148 1118197 3.09 NIA 17 AB 95102 y M 
135 1118197 2.64 3.10 19 AB 88102 N F 
150 2/7198 3.18 NIA 21 AB 96/02 y F 
170 2/7/98 3.77 4.00 26 AB 97/02 y F 
137 2/7/98 3.02 3.93 18 BS 97101 y F 
147 2/7/98 3.29 2.94 1B AB 97/01 y M 
145 3128198 2.92 2.50 20 AB 97102 N M 
154 3/28/98 3.20 3.32 21 AB 96104 y M 
147 3128198 3.88 3.17 17 AB 97102 N F 
155 3/28198 3.26 NIA 19 AB 98101 y F 
154 3/28198 3.31 3.82 25 AB 97105 y M 
168 3/28198 3.13 2.46 23 AB 97104 y M 
149 3/28198 2.98 2.51 21 AB 97102 y F 
164 512/98 2.74 3.23 22 AB 97102 N M 
161 512/98 3.57 3.48 21 AB 98101 N F 
183 512/98 3.91 NIA 25 AB 97102 y M 
138 512/98 3.36 3.17 22 AB 97101 N F 
0083 !Social Studies lntep_ret Mat. 150 156 7112/97 2.71 3.18 18 . AB 96105 y F 
146 7112/97 2.54 2.60 21 AB 96101 y F 
135 7112/97 3.36 3.17 22 AB 97101 N F 
141 7112/97 3.02 3.93 18 BS 97/01 y F 
159 7112/97 3.00 2.29 18 AB 97101 y M 
160 11/8/97 3.29 2.94 18 AB 97/01 y M 
155 11/8197 2.98 2.51 21 AB 97/02 y F 
165 2/7/98 3.18 NIA 21 AB 96102 y F I 
176 2/7/98 3.77 4.00 26 AB 97/02 y I F 
---
DETAILED PRAXIS SPECIAL TY AREA TEST SCORES 
July 1, 1997 - June 30, 1998 
l!l!ll1 IIT%1%~1;~1\~~-1C~Wt,~I¥~ iWI liii!~~~~Ei~ ~!!~! till~ :if!ita!i. g~-1~ tit.la~ i]~-$~i! 
3.41 NIA 25 BS 97101 N F 
163 3128/98 2.92 2.50 20 AB 97/02 N M 
176 3128/98 3.20 3.32 21 AB 96/04 y M 
164 3128198 3,88 3.17 17 AB 97102 N F 
158 3128198 3.26 NIA 19 AB 98101 y F 
162 3128198 3.31 3.82 25 AB 97105 y M 
169 3128198 3.13 2.46 23 AB 97104 y M 
145 3128/98 3.09 N/A 17 AB 95102 y M 
146 512/98 2.74 3.23 22 AB 97/02 N 
161 512/98 3.48 21 AB 98101 N 
F 
121 3/28/98 3.00 2.83 19 MA 94/05 y F 
140 3128198 2.93 2.74 20 AB 97/01 y F 
143 512/98 3.24 3.49 19 AB 97/02 N M 
189 3.64 BUS 98102 y F 
135 3/28/98 3.00 2.83 19 MA 94105 y F 
144 3128/98 3.24 3.49 19 AB 97/02 N M 
146 512/98 3.51 NIA 24 AB 97/02 F 
144 1118197 3.50 NIA 17 AB 97/02 y 
141 11/8197 2.83 2.75 18 AB 97101 y F 
164 11/8197 3.62 3.30 24 AB 97/01 N F 
130 2/7/98 3.32 3,91 18 AB 97104 N F 
144 2/7198 NIA NIA 18 AB 97/02 y F 
153 2/7198 2.97 3.16 17 AB 97101 N F I 
139 2/7/98 3.52 3.71 20 AB 97/02 N F I 
159 2/7/98 3.01 3.07 20 AB 97102 y M 
--N 
DETAILED PRAXIS SPECIAL TY AREA TEST SCORES 
July 1, 1997 - June 30, 1998 
jljt teie1~ilhii1\~~1i1l~itt1 fJa~rl !lliir 1~~l!?!,1 ;:~@~esii ~~Ji~!~ rlii i1j1~it1 1.1■1i~ &iicii fiii 
144 217198 3.61 NIA 18 AB 97101 Y F 
179 I 217198 I 3.60 I 3.96 I 24 I AB I 97104 I Y I M 
136 217198 2.75 NIA 18 AB 97101 y M 
144 217198 3,63 3.45 21 AB 97101 y F 
141 217198 3.58 3.87 21 AB 97101 N F 
150 217198 3,60 NIA 17 AB 97105 y F 
141 217198 2.98 3.52 20 AB 97101 N F 
147 217198 3.13 3.21 19 AB 96102 y F 
130 217198 3.28 NIA 18 AB 97102 y F 
159 3128198 NIA NIA NIA AME 97105 y M 
139 3128198 3,69 NIA 19 AB 97102 y F 
141 3128198 2.85 3.15 19 AB 97104 y F 
164 3128198 3.77 3.18 24 AB 97102 N F 
156 3128198 2,99 3.19 23 AB 97102 N F 
139 3/28198 3.48 NIA 19 AB 97102 y F 
133 3128198 3.15 2.79 17 AB 97102 N F 
147 3128198 3.33 NIA 17 AB 97101 y F 
150 3/28198 3.65 NIA 19 AB 97102 y F 
133 3128198 2.88 2.48 17 AB 97102 N F 
141 512/98 3.58 NIA 17 AB 97102 y F 
141 512/98 3.52 NIA 19 AB 97102 y F 
159 512/98 3.24 NIA 18 AB 97102 y F 
130 512/98 3.23 3.38 18 AB 98101 N F 
147 512/98 3.62 3.94 24 AB 98101 N F 
167 512/98 3.95 3.80 24 AB 98101 y F 
0371 jSE Behavioral/Emotional l 147 l 150 11/8197 3.54 3,70 19 AB 97101 N F 
153 1118197 3.52 3.71 20 AB 97102 N F 
161 11/8197 3,77 3.18 24 AB 97102 N F 
164 1118197 3.50 NIA 17 AB 97102 y F 
153 11/8/97 3.15 2.79 17 AB 97102 N F 
147 11/8/97 2.98 3.52 20 AB 97/01 N F 
159 11/8/97 2.83 2.75 18 AB 97101 y F 
173 11/8/97 3,62 3.30 24 AB 97/01 N F 
161 217196 3.32 3.91 18 AB 97104 N F I 
161 217/98 3.52 NIA 19 AB 97/02 y F I 
156 217/98 . NIA NIA 18 AB 97102 y F 
--l,.) 
DETAILED PRAXIS SPECIAL TY AREA TEST SCORES 
July 1, 1997 - June 30, 1998 
159 2!7/98 2.97 3.16 17 AB 
159 2!7/98 3.01 3.07 20 AB 
184 2!7/98 3.60 3.96 24 AB 
156 2!7/98 2.75 NIA 18 AB 
156 2!7198 3,63 3.45 21 AB 
176 2!7198 3.58 3.87 21 AB 
167 2!7/98 3.33 NIA 17 AB 
141 2!7/98 2.88 2.48 17 AB 
164 2!7198 3.13 3.21 19 AB 
147 2!7198 3.28 NIA 18 AB 
156 3/28/98 N/A NIA NIA AME 
147 3/28/98 3.69 NIA 19 AB 
144 3128198 3.61 NIA 18 AB 
164 3128198 2.99- 3.19 23 AB 
159 3/28/98 3.48 N/A 19 AB 
161 3128/98 3.65 N/A 19 AB 
170 512/98 3.58 N/A 17 AB 
161 512/98 3.24 NIA 18 AB 
159 512/98 3.62 3.94 24 AB 
97/01 N F 
97/02 y M 
97/04 y M 
97101 y M 
97/01 y F 
97101 N F 
97101 y F 
97102 N F 
96102 y F 
97102 y F 
97/05 y M 
97/02 y F 
97/01 y F 
97/02 N F 
97102 y F 
97/02 y F 
97/02 y F 
97102 y F 
98/01 N F 
--.i,. 
0231 
0100 Business Ed. 
DETAILED PRAXIS SPECIAL TY AREA TEST SCORES 
July 1, 1998 - June 30, 1999 
19 
176 10/17/98 3.36 22 BS 
179 11/21/98 3.28 3.94 30 BS 
185 1/23/99 3.54 4.00 23 BS 
180 3/13/99 3.17 N/A 18 BS 
180 3/13/99 3.65 4.00 29 BS 
167 3/13/99 3.45 N/A 24 BS 
3.36 N/A BS 
162 11/21/98. 3.28 3.94. 30 BS 
166. 1/23/99 3.54 4.00 23 BS 
146 3/13/99 3.17 N/A 18 BS 
146 3/13/99 3,65 4.00 29 BS 
600 10/17198 2,60 2.80 20 SBA 
570 10/17198 3.18 2,99 20 BBA 
570 11121/98 2.58 3.16 17 SBA 
570 1123/99 3:02 3.06 17 SBA 
570 3/13/99 2.84 4.00 21 SBA 
670 4/24/99 2.35 3,80 19 BSA 




98/02 N F 
98/02 y M 
98/04 N F 
98/02 y F 
F 
98/02 N F 
· 98/02 N F 
98/02 y M 
98/04 N F 
94/01 N M 
95102 N M 
98/02 y F 
98101 y M 
98/02 N F 
93/01 N F 
89/05 N F 
98/02 N M 
--u, 
DETAILED PRAXIS SPECIAL TY AREA TEST SCORES 
July 1, 1998 - June 30, 1999 
0010 Ed. In Elem. School 510 570 7111198 2.94 NIA 21 AB 98105 Y I M 
540 7111198 2.93 3.21 23 AB 97105 N I M 
610 I 7111198 I 3.30 I 3.57 I 21 I AB I 98101 I N I M 
710 I 7111198 I 3.62 I 3.30 I 24 I AB I 97101 I N I F 
570 7111198 3.36 
650 8/29/98 3.13 
650 10117/98 3.55 
460 6112/99 2.90 
190 7/11/98 3.13 
163 7111198 3.30 
181 7111198 4.00 
145 7111198 3.29 
181 7111/98 3.63 
154 7111198 2.84 
147 7/11/98 3.64 
161 7/11198 3.35 
167 10117198 3.59 
179 10117198 3.91 
176 10117198 2.80 
149 10117/98 2.92 
191 10117198 3.86 
181 10117198 3.09 
169 10/17198 3.77 
182 10117198 3.45 
153 10/17/98 3.08 
183 10/17/98 3.60 
183 10117198 3.62 
163 10/17198 3,63 
143 10117/98 2.68 
176 10117198 3.27 
167 10117198 3.61 
175 10/17198 3.22 
159 10117/98 3.23 
173 10117198 3,80 
175 10117198 3.52 
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DETAILED PRAXIS SPECIAL TY AREA TEST SCORES 
July 1, 1998 - June 30, 1999 
191 I 10/17/98 I 3.55 I N/A I 24 I AB I 98/01 I Y I F 
152 I 10/17/98 I 3.55 I 3.22 I 18 I AB I 98/01 I Y I F 
169 10/17/98 3.07 I 3.29 I 21 AB 98/01 y F 
172 10/17/98 3.53 3.85 20 AB 93102 N F 
185 10/17/98 3.68 4.00 22 AB 96/01 y F 
170 11/21/98 3.24 3.24 23 AB 96/01 N F 
151 11/21/98 3.19 3.00 18 AB 98101 N M 
176 11/21/98 2.88 3.33 19 AB 96102 N F 
' ' 
151 11/21/98 3.44 NIA 19 AB 96101 y F 
185 11/21/98 3.26 2.57 20 AB 96101 y F 
167 11/21/98 3.80 NIA 19 AB 96/02 y F 
168 11/21/98 3.08 2.81 17 AB 98101 N M 
173 11/21/98 3.66 2.90 18 AB 96101 N F 
170 11/21/98 3.49 3.07 19 AB 99101 y F 
145 11/21/98 3.11 2.28 18 AB 96101 N F 
174 11/21/98 3.76 NIA 18 AB 96102 y F 
173 11/21/98 3.88 N/A 20 AB 98102 y F 
164 11/21198 3.61 3.64 19 AB 96102 y F 
180 11121198 3.22 3.54 19· AB 98101 y M 
122 11/21198 2.71 3.03 17 AB 94/01 y F 
137 11/21/98 2.85 2.11 16 AB 93102 N F 
197 1/23199 3.65 3.50 27 AB 96101 y F 
125 1/23199 2.76 3.00 16 AB 94101 y F 
149 1/23199 3.06 NIA 18 AB 98102 y F 
169 1/23199 3.17 3.39 22 AB 96101 N F 
188 1/23199 2.99 3.12 22 AB 98105 N F 
154 1123199 3.21 NIA 20 AB 98102 y F 
133 1123199 3.10 NIA 13 AB 98101 y F 
172 1123199 3.20 N/A 17 AB 96101 ,y F 
161 1/23199 2.99 NIA 20 AB 96101 y F 
195 1/23199 3.16 3.69 25 AB 98101 N F 
193 1/23199 3.86 3.67 21 AB . 98102 y F 
152 1/23199 3.29 NIA 17 AB 97/05 y F 
157 3113199 2.50 1.85 18 AB 90101 N F 
179 3/13199 NIA N/A 24 AB 98102 y F 
171 3113199 3.52 NIA 19 AB 98102 y F 
133 3/13199 2.90 3.00 19 AB 98102 N F 
' -I -I -.:, 
DETAILED PRAXIS SPECIAL TY AREA TEST SCORES 
July 1, 1998 - June 30, 1999 
171 I 3113199 I 3.28 I 2.52 I 22 I AB I 98101 I Y I F 
168 I 3113199 I 3.04 I NIA I 17 I AB I 98102 I Y I F 
171 I 3113199 I 3.58 I 3.91 I 23 I AB I 98102 I N I F 
129 3113199 2.82 NIA 13 AB 96104 y F 
149 3113199 3.13 NIA 15 AB 98101 y F 
162 3113199 3.02 3.88 17 AB 98102 y F 
159 3113199 3.46 NIA 20 AB . 98105 y F 
183 3113199 3.33 3.90 21 AB 98105 y F 
171 3113199 2.91 3.94 20 AB 98102 y F 
160 3113199 3.26 NIA 18 AB 98102 y F 
160 3113199 3.54 NIA 18 AB 98102 y F 
171 3113199 3.04 3.90 21 AB 98102 N F 
183 3113199 3.72 NIA 26 AB 98105 y F 
193 3113199 3.91 3.82 22 AB 98/02 N F 
174 3113199 3.03 2.70 18 AB 94/01 N F 
157 3113199 3.31 NIA 19 AB 98/05 y F 
179 3/13199 3.33 2.79 21 AB 98102 N F 
185 3113199 3.27 3.15 20 AB 98/05 y F 
159 3113199 3.20 NIA 17 AB 98/04 y F 
176 3113199 3.88 NIA 18 AB 98/02 y F 
179 3113199 3.00 NIA 23 AB 98/02 y F 
193 3113199 3.55 NIA 22 AB 98/02 y M 
182 3113199 3.29 3.87 21 AB 98/02 N F 
176 3113199 2.96 NIA 17 AB 89102 N F 
170 4/24199 3.01 3.42 15 AB 93/02 N F 
175 4/24199 3.42 NIA 20 AB 98/02 y F 
140 4/24199 2.81 2.34 14 AB 95101 y F 
187 4/24199 3.90 NIA 22 AB 98/04 y F 
194 4/24/99 3.55 NIA 22 AB 98105 ,Y F 
154 4/24/99 3.38 3.09 18 AB 99/01 y F 
177 4124/99 3.29 NIA 19 AB 98/05 y F 
151 4124/99 3.04 NIA 17 AB 99101 y F 
184 4124/99 3.88 NIA 21 AB 98/02 y F 
180 4/24/99 3.62 3.47 22 AB 99101 N F 
177 4124199 2.91 2.11 17 AB 94102 N F 
161 4124199 3.18 3.47 19 AB 99/01 N F 




DETAILED PRAXIS SPECIAL TY AREA TEST SCORES 
July 1, 1998 - June 30, 1999 
;:,tE :;01faffil:i¥;ls::nEt :1• :.m,11 a,~~ ~mii ~i~~ ,~~11: ie.it; ii~•~; lmtl~itt ei~r 
188 4/24/99 3.24 3.87 23 AB 98/02 y F 
187 4/24/99 3.96 N/A 25 AB 99/01 y F 
184 4/24/99 3.64 NIA 22 AB 98/05 N F 
166 6/12/99 2.84 2.38 18 AB 98/02 N F 
183 6/12/99 3.24 N/A 23 AB 92/04 N F 
167 6112/99 3.29 NIA 18 AB 98/02 y F 
184 6112/99 3.91 3.69 23 AB 99/01 y F 
175 6112/99 3.26 2.90 18 AB . 99/01 N F 
152 6112/99 3.07 NIA 14 AB 98/01 y F 
188 6/12/99 3.57 NIA 19 AB 99/01 y F 
183 6/12/99 3.64 3.67 21 AB 99/01 N F 
164 6112/99 3.17 2.55 19 AB 99/01 N F 
170 6/12/99 3.37 NIA 19 AB 97102 y F 
154 6112/99 2.48 NIA 14 AB 96/01 y F 
177 6112/99 3.21 NIA 19 AB 99/01 y M 
182 6112/99 3.75 3.88 21 AB 99/01 y F 
134 6112/99 3.36 3.10 16 AB 97101 y M 
154 6112/99 3.09 NIA 14 AB 93/01 y F 
158 6112/99 3.44 3.24 19 AB 98/04 y F 
187 6/12/99 3.68 3.66 25 AB 99/01 N M 
169 6112/99 3.29 NIA 20 AB . 99101 y F 
184 6112/99 3.73 4.00 24 AB 98/04 N F 
198 6112/99 3.87 4.00 27 AB 99/01 N F 
195 6112/99 4.00 NIA 27 AB 98/02 y F 
F 
155 7111198 3.28 NIA 22 BS 97104 y F 
163 10117198 3.27 2.88 21 AB 98102 ,Y F 
150 10/17198 3.47 3.25 23 AB 98/05 y F 
154 10117/98 3.28 3.33 24 AB 98/01 N F 
171 10117/98 3.28 3.31 21 AB 98/01 N F 
160 10/17/98 3.25 3.67 22 AB 98/01 N F 
164 11/21/98 3.29 2.11 21 AB 98/01 N F 
155 11121198 3.01 2.85 16 AB 95/05 y F ' 
193 11/21/98 4.00 4.00 27 AB 98/01 N M I 
180 3/13/99 2.87 3.91 27 AB 98/02 N M 7 
--'D 
DETAILED PRAXIS SPECIAL TY AREA TEST SCORES 
July 1, 1998 - June 30, 1999 
:~\II illtll~#lfiftfJtlllJ;!~f.~~l1tl!i ~iD1f1.~ lllll.1 }fffll~t fiii1 I#;:: ·;:;:;.;:~1;1: iiiil WllWAliii~: 
161 3/13/99 3.21 3.02 22 AB 98/02 N M 
195 3113199 3.67 3.38 27 AB 98/02 N M 
192 3113/99 3.94 4.00 27 AB 99/01 N F 
173 3113199 3.11 2.76 23 AB 98102 N M 
0042 IEnj!_lish _Lang.Lit.Comp.Essay 
•.. Ri( ;;;~- ;,1··;;;~:r~-T~·#;;',0~"'1'';,;:!:'.'./Ji:so l )~~ . ; "9 } ,,,,,,,'•. ,/<. • ••. ,,,. L. 
AB 98/01 y F 
160 I 10117198 I 3.27 I 2.88 I 21 AB 98/02 y F 
135 I 10117198 I 3.28 I 3.33 I 24 AB - 98/01 N F 
165 11121/98 3.29 2.11 21 AB 98101 N F 
145 11121198 3.01 2.85 16 AB 95105 y F 
165 11/21198 4.00 4.00 27 AB 98101 N M 
160 3113199 3.47 3.25 23 AB 98105 y F 
160 3113199 2.87 3.91 27 AB 98/02 N M 
155 3/13/99 3.21 3.02 22 AB 98/02 N M 
160 3113199 3.67 3.38 27 AB 98102 N M 
165 3/13199 3.25 3.67 22 AB 98101 N F 
3113/99 3.94 4.00 27 AB 99101 N F 
690 7111/98 2.98 2.35 21 AB 97102 y F 
760 7111198 3.38 3.78 21 AB 98/01 N F 
690 7111198 2.79 NIA 17 AB 96101 y M 
620 10117198 2.99 2.90 18 AB 98102 •N M 
640 10117/98 3.05 3.38 17 AB 98101 N M 
630 10117198 2.90 2.98 19 AB 98101 N M 
560 1123199 2.79 3.13 15 AB 97101 N M 
780 1123199 3.66 NIA NIA MA 87104 N F 
670 4124199 2.95 3.37 20 AB . 98102 N M 
650 4124199 3.21 3.02 22 AB 98102 N M I 
650 4124199 2.86 2.88 19 AB 98102 N M I -N 0 
0061 I Math Content Knowledge 
0111 I Music Concept & Processes 
DETAILED PRAXIS SPECIAL TY AREA TEST SCORES 
July 1, 1998 - June 30, 1999 
640 6112/99 NIA NIA NIA AB 
740 6112/99 3.49 2.21 19 AB 
610 6112/99 3.28 3.02 17 AB 
I 141 I 156 7111196 3.28 NIA 22 BS 
144 10117198 3.57 3.90 25 AB 
153 11121/96 3.73 4.00 22 AB 
149 1123/99 3.22 3,85 23 BS 
142 3113199 3.26 3,88 28 AB 
119 4124/99 3,91 3.75 2B BS 
153 4124199 3,73 4.00 28 BS 
125 4124/99 3.65 3.98 23 BS 
131 4124199 3.53 NIA 25 AB 
153 4124199 3.61 NIA 21 BS 
I 140 I 165 7/11/98 3.09 3.15 20 BME 
170 10/17198 3.49 2.44 24 BME 
155 11/21/96 2.83 2.69 19 BME 
125 11 /21/98 3.29 2.91 23 BME 
155 11/21/96 3.23 3,80 27 BME 
145 11/21/96 3.13 3.27 24 BME 
180 11/21196 3,78 2.43 24 BME 
145 11/21/96 3.60 3,94 20 BME 
135 4/24/99 3.09 3.50 21 BME 
180 4/24/99 3.22 3.50 22 BME 
160 4124/99 3.78 3.25 19 BME 
135 6/12/99 2.72 1.93 18 BME 
98102 N M 
99101 N M 
99/01 N M 
97104 y F 
96102 N F 
97102 N M 
97/02 N M 
99101 y M 
99/02 N F 
99102 N F 
99101 N F 
96102 y F 
97102 y F 
98/01 N F 
98/01 N M 
96/05 N M 
9B/01' , N F 
98/01 N M 
98/02 N M 
96/01 N F 
98/02 y F 
98/02 N M 
98/01 N F 
98/05 y M I -98105 N M I N -
DETAILED PRAXIS SPECIAL TY AREA TEST SCORES 
July 1, 1998 - June 30, 1999 
0113 !Music Content Knowledg~ I 137 I 156 I 7/11/98 I 3.09 I 3.15 I 20 I BME I 98/01 I N I F 
0091 I Physical Ed.Cont.Knowledge 152 
0092 I Physical Ed.Analysis 135 
173 I 10/17/98· I 3.49 I 2.44 I 24 I BME I 98101 I N I M 


































11/21198 2.83 2.69 
11121198 3.29 2.91 
11/21198 2.72 1.93 
11/21198 3.23 3.80 
11/21/98 3.13 3.27 
11121198 3.60 3.94 
4/24199 2.85 2.59 
4/24199 3.09 3.50 
4/24199 3.22 3.50 
4/24199 3.78 3.25 
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7/11198 2.96 2.60 
7/11198 3.25 NIA 
7/11198 2.79 NIA 
10117198 2.99 2.90 
10117/98 2.69 2.95 
10117198 3.38 3.78 
10117198 3.05 3.38 
10/17198 2.90 2.98 
10117198 2.90 2.72 
10117198 2.85 NIA 
1/23/99 3.05 N/A 
3/13199 2.98 2.64 
4124/99 2.79 3.13 
4/24/99 2.95 3.37 
4/24/99 2.86 2.88 
6/12/99 N/A NIA 
6/12/99 3.49 2.21 
6/12/99 3.28 3.02 
3i!!1JMIVP¥ 
7/11/98 2.96 2.60 
10/17/98 2.99 2.90 






























98105 N M 
98101 N i= 
98105 N M 
98/01 N M 
98/02 N M 
98102 y i= 
. 98/02 N F 
98/02 N M 
98101 N i= 
98105 y M 
ill M 
97/01 y M 
96/01 y M 
96101 y M 
98/02 N M 
97/01 N M 
98/01 N F 
98101 N M 
98/01 N M 
· 97/02 N F 
96/01 y M 
98101 y M 
97101 N M 
97101 N M 
98102 N M 
98102 ,N M 
98/02 N M 
99/01 N M 
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0083 I Social Studies Interpret Mat. 
DETAILED PRAXIS SPECIAL TY AREA TEST SCORES 
July 1, 1998 - June 30, 1999 
151 I 10/17/98 I 3.38 I 3.78 I 21 I "AB I 98/01 I N ! F 
153 10/17/98 3.05 3.38 17 AB 98/01 N M 
148 11/21/98 2.90 2.98 19 AB 98101 N M 
157 3113/99 NIA NIA N/A AB 98/02 N M 
156 4/24/99 2.95 3.37 20 AB 98/02 M 
4/24/99 2.86 2.88 AB 98/02 M 
157 7/11/98 3.39 3.49 17 N M 
166 7/11/98 3.52 3.65 22 AB 98101 y F 
154 10/17198 3.37 N/A 18 AB 98101 y M 
156 10/17198 2.82 2.50 19 AB 98/01 y M 
154 11/21198 3.27 2.88 21 AB 98/02 y F 
157 11121198 2.92 2.50 20 AB 97/02 N M 
181 11/21198 3.55 3.80 22 AB 98/01 y F 
125 1/23199 2.83 2.87 21 AB 96/01 N F 
150 3/13/99 3.08 NIA 20 AB 98/05 y M 
154 4/24/99 3.09 3.06 20 AB 98102 N M 
175 4/24199 3.70 NIA 27 AB 99101 y F 
161 6112199 2.90 3.46 23 AB 97102 N M 
157 6112199 3.26 3.88 28 AB 99/01 y M 
139 6/12199 3.20 3.93 19 AB . 98/01 M 
2.79 2.63 19 93/04 
150 161 7111/98 2.74 3.23 22 AB 97/02 N M 
163 7111198 3.39 3.49 17 AB 98/01 N M 
169 7/11/98 3.37 N/A 18 AB 98/01 y M 
143 7/11/98 3.09 N/A 17 AB 95102 ,Y M 
164 7/11198 3.52 3.65 22 AB 98101 y F 
167 11121198 3.27 2.88 21 AB 98102 y F 
162 11121198 3.55 3.80 22 AB 98101 y F 
159 11121198 3.08 NIA 20 AB 98/05 y M 
166 3/13199 2.82 2.50 19 AB 98101 y M 
181 4/24199 3.70 NIA 27 AB 99/01 y F 
172 6112199 2.90 3.46 23 AB . 97/02 N M -N w 
DETAILED PRAXIS SPECIAL TY AREA TEST SCORES 
July 1, 1998 - June 30, 1999 
7/11/98 1.82 17 AB 
130 7/11198 3.08 3,78 21 AB 
141 7/11/98 3.37 NIA 17 AB 
127 7/11/98 2.93 3.21 23 AB 
173 7/11/98 NIA N/A N/A AME 
130 7/11/98 3.21 N/A 16 AB 
150 10117198 3.19 3.21 21 AB 
159 10/17198 2.69 NIA 22 AB 
136 10/17198 3.26 2.57 20 AB 
141 10117/98 3.27 N/A 19 BBA 
141 10/17/98 2.82 N/A 14 AB 
139 11/21/98 3.62 N/A 17 AB 
147 11/21/98 2.92 N/A 21 AB 
147 11/21/98 3.09 2.63 17 AB 
139 11/21/98 3.27 3,86 20 AB 
110 11/21/98 2.71 2.90 16 AB 
144 11121198 3.17 3.39 22 AB 
136 11/21/98 3,80 N/A 24 AB 
173 11/21/98 2.91 1.94 17 AB 
141 11/21/98 3.07 3.29 21 AB 
98/01 y F 
92/02 N F 
96/01 y M 
97/05 N M 
94/04 y M 
97/02 y F 
98101 N F 
91/04 y F 
98/01 y F 
91/02 y F 
94/01 y F 
98/05 ,y F 
98/01 y F 
98/01 y F 
98/01 y F 
98104 N F 
98/01 N F 
98/01 y F -93/01 N F N ,I'> 
98101 y F 
DETAILED PRAXIS SPECIAL TY AREA TEST SCORES 
July 1, 1998 - June 30, 1999 
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147 11/21198 2.67 NIA 19 AB 99101 y M 
156 11121198 3.68 4.00 22 AB 98101 y F 
164 1123199 3.93 NIA 19 AB 92/02 N F 
150 1123199 3.86 3.90 22 AB . 98102 N F 
133 1123199 3.29 3.48 24 AB 98102 y F 
167 3113199 3.65 3.50 27 AB 98101 y F 
104 3113199 3.03 NIA 14 AB 95101 y F 
161 3113199 3.58 3.75 21 AME 94105 N F 
147 3113199 3.62 3.47 22 AB 99101 N F 
150 3113199 3.75 3.88 21 AB 99101 y F 
159 3113199 3.71 NIA 23 AB 98104 y F 
156 3113199 3.24 3.87 23 AB 98102 y F 
159 4124199 2.84 2.38 18 AB 98102 N F 
136 4124199 3.52 NIA 19 AB 98102 y F 
156 4124199 3.24 NIA 23 AB 92/04 N F 
156 4/24/99 3.16 3.40 20 AB 92/02 N M 
139 4/24/99 3.34 NIA 15 AB . 94102 y F 
144 4124199 3.07 NIA 14 AB 98101 y F 
141 4124199 3.33 3.90 21 AB 98105 y F 
133 4/24199 2.67 NIA 20 AB 84/02 N M 
124 4124199 2.85 2.11 16 AB 93102 N F 
150 6112/99 3.29 2.85 26 AB 99101 N M 
147 6/12/99 3.79 3.83 23 AB 99101 y F 
136 6112/99 3.31 NIA 19 AB 98105 y F 
141 6112/99 2.71 2.62 19 AB 99101 y F 
139 6112/99 2.90 2.94 20 AME 96105 N F 
0371 ISE Behavioral/Emotional T 147 1 184 7111198 3.71 NIA 26 AB 97102 y F 
156 7111198 2.80 1.82 17 AB 98101 ,y F 
156 7111/98 3.08 3.78 21 AB . 92/02 N F 
153 7111198 3.61 NIA 18 AB 97101 y F 
187 7111198 NIA NIA NIA AME 94104 y M 
144 7111198 3.21 NIA 16 AB 97102 y F 
147 7111198 2.88 2.48 17 AB 97102 N F 
153 10117198 3.19 3.21 21 AB 98101 N F 
167 10117198 2.69 NIA 22 AB 91104 y F 
164 10117/98 3.26 2.57 20 AB 98101 y F 
I -I N V, 
DETAILED PRAXIS SPECIAL TY AREA TEST SCORES 
July 1, 1998 - June 30, 1999 
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I 153 I 10117198 I 3.37 j NIA 17 j AB j 96101 ! Y I M 
156 I 10111198 I 3.27 I 3.86 I 20 I AB I 98101 I v I F 
164 10117198 3.27 NIA I 19 I BB lA 91102 F 
167 10117/98 3.80 NIA 24 AB 98101 y F 
179 10117198 3.07 3.29 21 AB · 98101 y F 
161 10/17198 2.82 NIA 14 AB 94101 y F 
164 10/17/98 3.68 4.00 22 AB 98101 y F 
164 11/21198 3.09 2.63 17 AB 98101 y F 
121 11/21198 2.71 2.90 16 AB 98104 N F 
153 11121198 2.93 3.21 23 AB 97105 N M 
179 11/21198 2.91 1.94 17 AB 93101 N F 
173 1123199 3.93 NIA 19 AB 92/02 N F 
159 1123199 3.86 3.90 22 AB 98102 N F 
164 1123199 3.29 3.48 24 AB 98102 y F 
150 1123199 3.17 3.39 22 AB 98101 N F 
161 3113199 3.52 NIA 19 AB 98102 y F 
153 3113199 2.92 NIA 21 AB 98101 y F 
133 3113199 3.03 NIA 14 AB · 95101 y F 
159 3113199 3.33 3.90 21 AB 98105 y F 
170 3113199 3.58 . 3.75 21 AME 94105 N F 
184 3/13199 3.75 3.88 21 AB 99101 y F 
173 3113199 3.71 NIA 23 AB 98104 y F 
179 3/13199 3.24 3.87 23 AB 98/02 y F 
153 4124/99 2.84 2.38 18 AB 98102 N F 
156 4124/99 3.24 NIA 23 AB 92104 N F 
159 4/24/99 3.62 NIA 17 AB 98/05 y F 
156 4124/99 3.16 3.40 20 AB 92102 N M 
144 4124/99 3.34 NIA 15 AB 94/02 y F 
156 4124/99 3.23 3.38 18 AB 98/01 N F 
127 4/24199 2.85 2.11 16 AB 93102 N F 
153 6112199 3.21 NIA 19 AB . 99101 y M 
181 6112199 3.79 3.83 23 AB 99101 y F 
161 6112199 3.31 NIA 19 AB 98/05 y F 
133 6112199 2.71 2.62 19 AB 99101 y F 
156 6112199 2.90 2.94 20 AME 96105 N F ' -N 
0\ 
. 0321 SE Students wl Mental Rel. 
DETAILED PRAXIS SPECIAL TY AREA TEST SCORES 
July 1, 1998 - June 30, 1999 
139 151 7/11198 3.37 NIA 17 AB 
180 1123199 3.65 3.50 27 AB 
157 3113/99 3.62 3.47 22 AB 
149 4124199 2.67 NIA 20 AB 
146 6112/99 3.07 NIA 14 AB 
163 6/12199 3.29 2.85 26 AB 
146 6112199 3.29 NIA 20 AB 
96101 y M 
98101 y F 
99101 N F 
84102 N M 
98101 y F 
99101 N M 
99101 y F 
128 
APPENDIXC 






























Pearson Correlation Coeffi_cients / Prob > I RI under Ho: Rho=O / Number of Observations 
STDSCORE UGGPA ACTCOMP 
STDSCORE 1. 00000 0.54152 0.58364 
a.a 0.0001 0.0001 
152 148 149 
UGGPA 0.54152 1. 00000 0. 46728 
0.0001 o.o 0,0001 
148 148 147 
ACTCOMP 0,58364 0.46728 l. 00000 
0.0001 0.0001 a.a 


















3 'VAR' Variables: STDSCORE UGGPA ACTCOMP 
., 
··• Simple Statistics 
Mean Std Dev Sum 
-
172.445652 13.024033 31730 
3.402326 0.319303 615.821000 





Pearson Correlation Coefficients/ Prob> (Rf under Ho: Rho=O / Number of Observations 
STDSCORE UGGPA ACTCOMP 
STDSCORE 1.00000 0.46281 0. 62932 
o.o 0.0001 0.0001 
184 181 184 
UGGPA 0.46281 1. 00000 0.40508 
0.0001 a.a 0.0001 
181 181 181 
ACTCOMP 0.62932 0.40508 1. 00000 
0.0001 0.0001 o.o 




































Pearson Correlation Coefficients/ Prob> IRI under Ho: Rho=0 / Number of Observati'ons 
STDSCORE UGGPA ACTCOMP 
STDSCORE 1.00000 0.48490 0.60819 
o.o 0.0001 0.0001 
125 121 121 
UGGPA 0.48490 1.00000 0.30055 
0.0001 o.o 0.0009 
121 121 120 
ACTCOMP 0.60819 0.30055 1.00000 
0.0001 0.0009 o.o 















PRELIMINARY CORRELATIONS -- PRAXIS FAILURES 
TESTCODE=ll 
Correlation Analysis' 
3 'VAR' Variables: STDSCORE UGGPA ACTCOMP 
•.. Simple Statistics 
Mean Std Dev sum 
133.181818 5.793413 1465.000000 
2.926182 0.270760 32.188000 





Pearson Correlation Coefficients/ Prob> IRI under Ho: Rho=0 / N = 11 
STDSCORE UGGPA ACTCOMP 
STDSCORE 1. 00000 0 .22616 -0.05515 
0.0 0.5037 · 0. 8721 
UGGPA 0.22616 1.00000 0.17001 
0,5037 o.o 0.6172 
ACTCOMP -0,05515 0.17001 1. 00000 













PRELIMINARY CORRELATIONS -- PRAXIS FAILURES 
TESTCODE=91 
Co~relation Analysis 
3 'VAR' Variables: STDSCORE UGGPA ACTCOMP 
... 
Simple Statistics 
Mean Std Dev Sum 
145.400000 4.805698 2908.000000 
2.970789 0.181721 56,445000 





Pearson Correlation Coeffi_cients / Prob > I RI under Ho: Rho=O / Number of Observations 
STDSCORE UGGPA ACTCOMl' 
STDSCORE 1.00000 0.22374 0.10054 
a.a 0. 3571 0.6822 
20 19 19 
UGGPA 0.22374 1.00000 0.25943 
0. 3571 o.o 0,2835 
19 19 19 
ACTCOMP 0.10054 0.25943 1. 00000 
0.6822 0.2835 o.o 















PRELIMINARY CORRELATIONS -- PRAXIS FAILURES 
TESTCODE-350 
Correlation Analysis 


















Pearson Correlation Coefficients/ Prob> IRI under Ho: Rho=O / N = 16 
STDSCORE UGGPA ACTCOMP 
STDSCORE 1. 00000 -0.38948 0.15841 
0.0 0.1359 0.5579 
UGGPA -0.38948 1.00000 -0.14286 
0.1359 0.0 0.5976 
ACTCOMP 0.15841 -0.14286 1. 00000 
0.5579 0.5976 0.0 
Maximum 
490.000000 
3.371000 
19.000000 
